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RECOMMENDA-TIONS 

THIS WORK. 



It is with great pleasure that I hear that a repub- 
lication of Gray's " Priesthood" is demanded by the ■ 
Christian community; and the, right to do lo, is 
cheerfully given my esteemed friend, the PubUsher. 
The work is one on which my late revered and be- 
loved father spent much of his time, talent, and ac- 
quirements ; and one which retained his own appro- 
bation even to his last days. From his clerical friends 
he never received but one opinion, and that was 
uniform commendation and satisfaction. My rela- 
tionship forbids me saying of the work what I would 
rejoice to say under other circumstances. The pre- 
liminary and subsequent remarks, to the main ques- 
tion, will meet generally the views of the evangelical 
public. With the fuU conviction, that every mind 
that reads the solution of that hitherto perplexed and 
perplexing question will be entirely relieved and 
delighted, I have only to wish, that the Publisher 
may receive an ample remuneration for his risk in ' 
issuing an edition. 

C. G. McLEAN. 

January 26, 1844. 

(188) 
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SECOUHENDATIOKS. 

New York, December 26, 1843. 

I HAVE just learned, my dear Sir, that you are 
about to republish the work of the late Dr. James 
Gray, on the " Priesthood of Melchisedec." You 
will allow me to express the hope that it may be 
widely circulated. Of all the productions of the 
Dr.'s gifted mind (and few minds were more gifted), 
this is certainly the ablest. Indeed, I have loag re- 
garded it as containing the only satisfactory exposi- 
tion of the passage of Scripture which it professedly 
analyses. 

The late Dr. Mason, when delivering a course of 
lectures upon the Epistle to the Hebrews, on coming 
to the beginning of the 7th chapter, read to his con- 
gregation the volume in question; remarking, that it 
was better than anything he could prepare for them. 
I will only add, tlwit the style of the work is fine, 
many parts of it indeed are of surprising brilliancy, 
and all of it is marked by that sprightliness, vigour, 
and energy, for which the writer was distinguished . 
J. McELROY. 

To WiiLiAM Stewakt, Hagerstown, Md. 

The undersigned has pleasure in expressing his 
entire concurrence in the estimate of Dr. Gray's work 
on the "Priesthood," stated above by Dr. McElroy. 
Dr. Gray was a man of genius, and one of the most 
eloquent and* attractive writers of his day. In the 
little work on the Priesthood, he has given, perhaps^ 
the only satisfactory clue to the right understanding 
of a very difficult, subject. 

JOHN KNOX. 
■ New York, December 28, 1843. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 



AoRBKABLY to a regulation of the Associate Re- 
formed Church, the Presbytery of Philadelphia, on the 
15th November 1805, assigned the author the ex. 
Psalm, as the subject of a critical discourse. The 
chief difficuhy in that psalm is the parallel between 
the priesthood of Melchisedec and that of Messiah. 
He had before that time read various hypotheses oa 
the subject, without, being satisfied with any of them; 
and without that careful and patient examination of 
the scriptures, ^^hich is necessary to obtain satisfaction 
on such a point. He was now obliged to study the 
psalm and the apostle's commentary on it. At a sub- 
sequent meeting of the Presbytery, the substance of the 
following dissertation was read. It did not produce 
much conviction ; and was but feebly supported by 
the author, who, though strongly impressed with the 
correctness of the views exhibited, was neither dog- 
matically certain, nor prepared to repel detailed ob- 
jections. During a part of the years 1808, and 1809, 
he was engaged in expounding the epistle to the He- 
brews to his congregation, and was not displeased with 
(3) 
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IT ADVERTISEMENT. 

the necessity imposed on him of analysing, with what 
accuracy be could, the apostle's phraseology and ar- 
gument respecting Melchisedec. The consequence 
was that every doubt evanished. 

When the discourse was moulded into its present 
.. form, the intention was to publish it in a periodical pa- 
per j with which view it was divided into parts. But 
the extent to which the matter spread, and the injury 
which a conCinous discussion suffers from bejng cut up 
into shreds, induced the adoption of the present mode 
of publication. During the composition, but chiefly 
since, he has examined every author he could procure, 
who has treated the subject : in on^ or other of whom 
he found most of the ideas here communicated, some 
apparently thrown out at random, others stated for 
refutation. The only thing he could refer to, as af- 
fording any support to his general views, is a passage 
in the third volume of Wollius's Cune Fhilologicse. 

Care has been taken that the Hebrew and Greek 
quotations should create as little embarrassment to 
the English reader as possible. 
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A DISSERTATION, &c. 



PART I. 



That Melchisedec and Jesus Christ are 
related as type and antitype is sufficiently 
apparent ; but it is not so obvious what are the 
coincident points of the typical analogy. It 
is believed that Christians are not generally 
satisfied on this subject. And yet the want of 
satisfaction is nol attributable to the want of 
authors or of investigation : for few themes of 
theological criticism have been discussed so 
much, or have engaged a larger portion of 
talent and learning; and none has given birth 
to a greater variety of hypotheses. There is 
scarcely a common Christian, and certajnly not 
one gospel minister, who has not, at one time 
or another, turned his thoughts to this subject, 
and endeavoured to reduce his views to system- 
atic order. The circumstances which create 
so deep an interest in the priesthood of Mel- 
chisedec need not be specified in this place: 
and we may venture to predict, that, as they 
have operated on the minds of Christians in all 

(7) 
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8 FBIBBTHO0D8 OF 

ages down to the present day, there is no dan- 
ger that this type will ever become a matter of 
indifference to the Christian church. Those 
who view the priesthood of our Lord Jesus aa 
the foundation of all their hopes and comforts, 
will never neglect the type which defines the 
order of that priesthood ; while those, whom 
inclination, or official duty, engages in the 
interpretation of the sacred oracles, cannot 
avoid this subject. ' Besides, the very difficulty 
of the theme insures it students and authots, 
in consequence of the opefation of that in- 
tellectual hardihood, which glories in a dark 
and dubious field. 

The following attempt to illustrate this sub- 
ject is made with a hope, that the Christian 
public will not consider it merely as a curious 
one ; a strife of words, incapable of ministering 
to godly edifying ; unworthy a few evenings* 
labour in a mioister's study, or one evening 
attention ib a Christian's family. If any such 
prejudice should press on the reader's mind, it 
is hoped that he will pause and reflect : and a 
little reflection will be sufficient to satisfy him, 
that a question respecting his Ixird's priesthood ; 
one, whose solution is necessary to qualify him 
to perceive the full meaning of a passage in the 
writings of Moses; to understand the 110th 
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JESU9 CHRIST AND MBLCHIdBDEO. 9 

pBaIra, written by David ; and to feel the cogency 
of a long argument of the apostle Paul, stated 
in the 5th, and continued throughout the 6th 
and 7th chapters of the epistle to the Hebrews, 
is worthy of serious attention. 

But there is another impression, which the 
title of this dissertation may perhaps make on 
some minds, from which much more serious 
apprehensions are entertained. It may be 
thought, that the subject has been long since 
sufficiently examined; and that, by men whom 
genius, learning, piety, and superior acquaint- 
ance with all the materials of biblical criticism," 
' qualified to do it ample justice. To undertake 
to cast new light upon it, may be regarded as a 
forlorn hope ; perhaps, as a presumptuous at- 
tempt. It may be alleged that the question ia 
already decided ; that the public have acquiesced 
io the decision ; and that, as there ought to be 
an end to literary discussion, as well as to war, 
the debate should be protracted no farther. If 
all these allegations be correct, the present 
publication is manifestly indiscreet. But is the 
Christian world really satisfied on the present 
subject? Is it a fact, that they acquiesce in 
the interpretations which are current? The 
ultimate appeal, in this case, must be to the 
Christian ministry ; the proper and adequate 
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10 PRIESTHOODS OF 

judges in such matters. But, if a great part of 
them acknowledge that the 7th chapter of the 
epistle to the Hebrews is dark, is mysterious, 
and contains many things hard to be understood;* 
that the drift of the apostle's argument is not 
obvious, that to some of bis phrases they can- 
not affix a decisive meaning ; in line, that they 
wish for a degree of satisfaction which they 
have not yet attained : if this be the case, and 
these be the sentiments and feelings of a majo- 
rity of gospel ministers, then I must insist that 
the question is not decided ; and that there is 
yet room-, legitimate, fair, honourable room for 
another, attempt. And, I persuade myself, that 
be who shall make the attempt will be cheered 
with best wishes for his success, and consoled 
with sympathy in case of failure. 

Melchisedec appears on the sacred page, as 
a subject of history, of typical prophecy, und of 
doctrinal disquisition. In the first of these cha- 

• II. PeL iii. 16. This text is Bupposed, by many eominentfi- 
tors. to have a special reference to the 7th chapter of the epiatls 
toIheHebtens: others BdmoniBhusofthe reverence and aobriely, 
with which we should study that chapter. Such language ismore 
than an inuendo that they were not satisfied with their own inter- 
pretations, and were preparing their readers to put up with indis- 
tinct views: Reverence and sobriety command us not to be satis- 
fied till we are sure we understand the mmd of the divine Spirit 
speaking in the scriptures. Where the Bible enda, mystery bo- 
gine: " but revealed things belong to ua." 
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racters he is exhibited, Gen. xIt. 18, 19, 30.— 
Id the second. Psalm ex. — In the third, Heb. t. 
6, 10, 11, and iv. 30, and vii. throughout., The 
Enghsh reader will torn to these passages in 
the common translation ; but the learned reader 
will have recourse to the originals. It would 
be quite superfluous to exhibit separate inter- 
pretations of these passages. The Brst is a 
brief historical narrative ; which, of itself, would 
never have drawn particular attention. The 
second is a prophecy, founded on an allusion to 
the former history ; euccinct, and certainly not 
very perspicuous. The third is a minute, pre- 
cise, and laboured explanation of the two for- 
mer. To this, therefore, let us direct our 
attention : when we shall have illustrated it, 
the whole will be clear. 

Now, in order to accomplish our purpose, we 
must keep in view this grand fact, that the 
priesthood of Jesus is the theme of the epistle 
to the Hebrews ; and, what is worthy of special 
notice, this is the only book in the New Testa- 
ment in which the title of priesl is given him. 
The duties of his priesthood — sacrifice, and 
intercession — are mentioned every where j but 
the official title only here. The subject is dis- 
cussed ex professo : it is the apostle's design to 
' exhibit the high priest of our profession in all the 
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12 PRl&STtlOODS OF 

habiliments, duties, and glories, of his priestly 
character. 

There is one pecuUarity which distinguishes 
PauJ from the other sacred writers — his habit 
of giving set dissertations on doctrinal subjects. 
It is apparent also, from his writings, that he 
never takes up a doctrinal subject for the mere 
pleasure of theoretic discussion ; but is always 
compelled to do this, by the exigencies, of the 
church ; particularly, by the assaults made on 
the Christian faith by false teachers. It there- 
fore merits particular inquiry, why he should 
select our Lord's priesthood as the subject of 
formal discussion — and not only inscribe his 
work to the Jews, but address every argument 
in it to their peculiar principles and habits of 
thinking. 

The reason is this ; the priesthood of Jesus 
had been assaulted — they were Jews who made 
the assault — and they were Jews principally 
who suffered by it. It might be thought that, 
as the doctrine of atonement for sin was better 
UDderstood among the Jews than among other 
nations, the atonement of Jesus should have 
found no adversaries from that quarter. The 
reverse, however, was the fact : by no people 
was that doctrine so much opposed. Their 
divine religion, and its divine alonement, occu- 
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JBSU8 CHBIST AND HELCHISBDEC. 13 

plod such a place in their hearts, that they saw 
no need of emother religion and atonement: 
This dijfine religion, and its alonemeni, frequently 
seduced them, atler they had embraced Chris- 
tianity, to apostatise : This divine religion, and 
its atonement, furnished a convenient theme of 
declanvition to factious men amobg the Chris- 
tians : besides, the Jewish priesthood, actuated 
- perhaps in some instances by honest, though 
ignorant zeal ; but, for the most part, unques- 
tionably actuated by the common motives which 
have converted the established priesthood of 
every nation into persecutors of a rising sect, 
— a tender regard to the dignity of their func- 
tions, and their importance in society, — were 
not idle in sowing discord, and edging the tur- 
bulent spirits, which they might find among the 
Christians, to deeds of mischief. Now, in the 
view of a Jew, and especially a Jewish priest, 
the atonement of Jesus was at once the most 
obnoxious, and the most vulnerable, part of the 
Christian system ; and there, accordingly, they 
made their desperate assault. This general 
view may suffice for. the -present: an opportu- 
nity wiirbffer for greater precision. 

Now, the apostle's- view in this epistle is to 
demonstrate, tiiat the Jewish priesthood and its 
atonement never took away sin, nor brought in 
3 
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14 PRIBBTHOODS OP 

righteousness, oor saved a soul : that it, and in 
fact the whole law, had but a " shadow of go«od 
things to come :" that Jesus was the sq^stance 
of that shadow ; the real priest, who made the 
true atonement, and " obtained evedasting re- 
conciliation" for his people. The readers of 
this epistle will have perceived with wl^^t care 
the apostle keeps this subject before their eyes 
from the beginning to the end ; calling it up at 
proper intervals, and expressing it in every 
variety of phrase, and showing its connection 
with every duty and comfort of the Christian 
profession. We shall verify these remarks by 
a few quotations. 

Chap. i. 3. " Who, being the btigbtness of 
his (the Father's) glory, and the express image 
of his, person, and upholding all things by the 
word of his power, when he had bt himself 
rcBGED OUR SINS, sat down on the right hand of 
the majesty on high." 

Chap. ii. 9. " But we see Jesus, who was 
made a little lower than the angels for the suf- 
fering of death, crowned with glory and honour ; 
that he, by the grace of God, should taste death 
for every man." — 10. "For it became him, for 
whom * are all things, aud by whom are all 
things, in bringing many sons unto glory, to 
make the captain of their salvation perfect 
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'through su&rii^s," 14.' " Forasmuch then 9S 
the children are partakers of flesh and blood, 
he aiso himself hkewise took part of the same.; 
that through death he might destroy him that 
had the power of death, that is, the devil." — 
17. "Wherefore in all things it became him to 
be ma^ like unto his brethren ; that he might 
be a merciful and faithful high priest in things 
pertaining to God, to make reconciHation for 
the sina of the people." 

Chap. iii. 1. " Wherefore, hc4y brethren, 
partakers of the heavenly callings consider the 
apostle and high priest of our profession, Christ 
Jeaus." 

Chap. iv. 14. " Seeing then we have a great 
high priest that is passed into the heavens, Jeaus 
the Son of God, let us hold fast our profession." 
— 15. " For we have not an high priest which 
cannot be touched with the feeling of our infir- 
mities ; but was in all points tempted like as we 
are, yet without sin."— 16. " Let us, therefore, 
come boldly unto the throne of grace, that we 
may obtain mercy, and find grace to help in 
time of need." 

These quotations are sufficient for our pur- 
pose. But what would a Jew say to all this ? 
He would say, it is in vain to talk to me of 
Jeaus's atonement, till you have established his 
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16 PRiaSTHOODS OF 

priestly diaracter ; for that only could-give him 
the right and power to make atonement. And 
I insist on having as good evidence of his priest- 
hood, as I have of the priesthood of Aaron. 
Your demand is reasonable, replies Paul : you , 
have a right to demand proof that he is a priest, 
and to reject his pretensiona if satisfectory 
proof be not furnished. Here we join issue wilii 
you ; for it is our principle, as well ae yours, 
that " no man taketh this honour to himself, but 
he that is called of God as was Aaron."* We 
maintain, as strenuously as you can do, that for 
any person, without a divine commission, to 
Step in between an offended God and offending 
sinners, and pretend to atone for the sina of the 
one, and to reconcile both, would be, not only 
the essence of folly, but highly criminal pre- 
sumption. And we assert that Jesus did not 
usurp the honour of the priesthood ;t and stand 
ready to prove that he was called of God, as 
was Aaron, to that high dignity. — Produce your 
proof then, exclaims the Jew. — You have it, 
rejoins Paul, in the 110th psalm,; where king 
David uses these words : " The Lord hath sworn, 
and will not repent, thou art a jniest for ever 
after the order of Meichisedec." Here is proof 

» Heb. T. 4. ' t Heb. v. 5. 
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JESUS CHRIST AND HELCHISBDBC. 17 

positire and indisjMitable. Messiah^ the son ^f 
David, is a priest — a priest appointed by Grod 
— appointed wi& an oath — and after the order 
of Melchisedec. 

It is perfectly appareQt that tUe apostle by 
this quotation proved all be undertook to ptOTes 
and BOHiething more ; for be not only established 
the fact that Messiah must be a priest, bat fixed 
the order of his priesthood. And alas ! it is 
not the order of Aaron, bdt the order of Mel- 
chisedec. How is a Jew to endure this [ We 
may condemn antiquity ; nothing is more easy, 
nothing requires lessknowledge or virtue ; but 
to judge the ancients is another affair. The 
man who would do this must ex[Hmge from bis 
mind the knowledge, habits, and sentinients 
of bis own age. He must make himself a 
cotemporary with the pannels ; must, see with 
their eyes, must adopt their habits, must com- 
municate with them, in all their impressions, 
and motives, and feebngs. How was a Jew, 
I ask again, to be told that God, wholly over- 
looking the divine priesthood of Levi, 4iad gone 
back to Melcbisedec, who was not even of the 
seed of Abraham, and taken his priesthood as 
a more noble pattern for the priesthood of 
Messiah ? Say not, the evidence was such as 
to compel belief. In real hfe, motives have as 
3* 
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much, if not more, to do with our principles, 
than eTidence. And, in the present case, 
though the evidence was strong on the one 
side; the motives were oh the other. Paul 
saw the peril of his situation, as the advocate 
of divine troth. He saw arrayed against him 
an host of prejudices inherent in the blood of 
IsraehteSf and consecrated into religious prin- 
ciples, by zeal for their ecclesiastical establish- 
ment. He knew that where national pride is 
concerned, where the confidence of old opinions 
is to be encountered, where the strongest of 
human principles — religious vanity — is to be 
bumbled, the triumph of truth is scarcely possi- 
ble ; . because, in such circumstances, men, so 
far from candidly weighing evidence, have 
already pre-judged the question. 

A man honest though weak, may tell the truth, 
but in general, like the prophecies of Cassandra, 
it wUl do no good. It belongs to wisdom to 
give practical effect to truth. Paul was wise. 
His great apprehension was that his country- 
men would spurn the question, and refuse to 
admit to discussion the idea of a priesthood 
different from Aaron's.* His object is to com- 

* Note. General addreraeB to large bodies of men are slwaya 
to be uodenlood with those limitstions which the knowledge of 
teal life suggests. It vrouid be too much to suspect the whole 
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pel tfaem to iorestigate that question. Aod, to 

accomplish liis purpose, in a strain of terror* 
sufficient to make die hair stand on our heads, 
and that has shook with dread the consciences 
of Christians from that day to this, he demon- 
strates tliat an error on this subject \b perdition. 
They must, therefore, they must, at the peril 
of their souls, examine whether Jesus has not 
a priesthood, totally different in nature and 
efficacy, from the [H>iesthood of Aaron. This 
is his sole object froni the 11th verse of the 5th 
chapter to the end of the 6th. A more con- 
summate piece of oratoHal address, was not 
penned since man first dipt pen in ink. It 
shows us the man who knows human nature: 

body of Jewish ChriatianB of doubting Ihe prie^hood of Heviib: 
of tboae wbo doubted, timtemust have carried their objections fai- 
tber Ihikn othcre; and a great variety of causes must have ope- 
ntedoatbe minds of the di^reatpartiee. There were lurAutott 
•cUmiattc* — there were hypoeritiad profuton — very igTtorant 
mnd very xeeak believert, afiected by doubta of different kind$, 
among the Jewish ChriBtiaoa: and, therefore, although (he apos- 
tle's argtimentt establish the truth equally to all ; it would be 
unjust to give an equally extenaiTS application to his iuueniaet. 
Besides, we cannot suppose the apostle indifierent to the fate of 
the unconverted Jews: and as all these, particularly the priests, 
would be clamorous a^insl the idea of a priesthood different fhnn 
that of Aaron, it is morally certain that the apostls woald have 
some tegsnl to their conTeraion, in his treatn^t of his autgect : 
or, aappoaing him to hare little hopesof theircooversioD, hemust 
have been solicitous to stop their moDth*. 
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find J8 fully worthy of Paul, or ra&er, I should 
say, of the Spirit by whom he was instructed. 
Let us atteod to the workings of the apostle's 
mind : it is necessary to our purpose to do bo. 
He commencoB, by telling them that he had 
many things to say of priest Mehkisedec, as a 
type oi priest Messiah ; but adds, with magnani- 
mous and preposseesing candour, that they were 
Bueh poor proficients in Christian knowledge, 
so " unskilful in the word of righteousness," 
that Hodiing but the " first principles of the ora- 
cles of God," such as faith, repentance, and fu- 
ture Judgmenlf (those initiatory principles,' the 
knowledge of which was exacted of converts 
previous to baptism,) and that imposition of 
hands, which conferred the Holy Ghost, could 
be c^ered to them with any- great prospect of 
advantage. He tells them they are " babes," 
who " have need of milk," or the simplest ele- 
mwitary truths? not full grown men, who are 
capable of digesting the '* strong meat," which 
God has provided, in the enlarged and general 
views of gospel doctrine. However, in the face 
of all these discouragments, he avows his deter- 
mination to use his utmost effort to carry them 
on to perfection — to that state of Christian ma- 
turity, in which they would be capable of enjoy- 
ing the full consolation of their holy faith. 
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He tken pkcee before them the tremendout 

danger to wbich they would expose their soulg, 
if they should neglect to second him, by giving 
this subject a serious examination, and adopt- 
ing a cCHTect decision. He reminds them of 
the example of some, iHio, like them, had passed 
the threshold of the Christian church ; but neg- . 
lecting to advance, and be^nning to- doubt, had 
fallen into a course of tmckslidiog, which had 
terminated in the most deploralde apostacy. 
Of sueh apostates he draws a most -horrific pic> 

' ture^ .The ]»-iTileges v^ich those unhappy 
persons had enjoyed, and the attaiuments to 
which they had arrived, are enumerated in slow 

' detail. They had been " eniig^ened" in the 
doctrine of salvation by Jesus : they had " lasted 
^ the heavenly gift,^^ and been *^ made partakers 
of the Holy Gkost,*^ having received him after 
the day of Pentecost, not as a spirit of sanctifi- 
cation, which was enjoyed under the law ; but 
as a spirit of gospel illumination, which was 
received, not by " the law," but by " the hearing 
of faith."* They had " tasted the good word cf 
God^ having been convinced of the truth of the 
gospel, and induced to adopt its profession ; and 
*' the powers of the world to come," or the mira* 
culous powers of Messiah's earthly kingdom; 
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Such were the attainments of these apostates. 
But after having been hfted up to hearep, in 
respect to privilege, they plunged to hell with 
proportionate guilt. They crucified to themselves 
' the Son of God afresh, and put him to an open 
shame; daringly spurning the doctrine of salv&- 
tion by his blood : and thus sealed their doom. 
Better they had never known the truth: for 
then their sins would have had the extenuation 
of ignorance ; pr, it might have been [>ossible 
to convert them by the preachmg of the gospel. 
But now, after bavipg audaciously denied the 
truth, of which they had been convinced — after 
baving surrendered their understanding to Bt>- 
phistry, steeled their consciences against re- 
morse, and thus insulted the Holy Ghost ; God 
gives them up to strong, delusions that they may 
believe a lie, declares that his Spirit shall no 
longer strive with them, commands his church 
not to breathe a prayer for them, and abaodcms 
them to their sin and its. reward.* 



* This passage of scripture, viz. Heb. tL 4, 5, 6,. — and that 
other passage, cbap. x. 23, have nothing 1o do wilb the question, 
whether a regeneratei person may fall from a state of grace. 
The question to which these passages lelsCe, is this : loAefAn- a 
perion, teho hat heard the gospel, and has been enlightened bff 
the Spirit of God to perceive lis truth, and adopt it with joy, mat/, 
after all, renounce the whole si/stem tf dimne truth, and tpum 
the idea of xalvalion by the Hood of Jesia, The scriptures cei- 
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I am persuaded that this is no fancy piece : 
but that the apostle is here describing what his 

Uiiilj apeak of this as a. poesible caae ; aoi too mmiy iDsUncea of 
the fact have occurred, to admit any doubt about the existence of 
(uoh spoelateB, h ia an apostacy, known to, and gloried in, by 
the apoetatea themselves: an apOBtacy, which the Christian chureh 
can Bee and know, elae tbe general commandment lo pray for all 
men, had never been limited by a command not to pray for such 
men ; finally, it is an apoatacy from which there ia no recovery. 

We sometimes hear Cbrietians, in their prayers, canfeaaingtlnt 
they "have crucified the Son of Godafresh, and put him to an 
open shame." — "That they have trodden under foot the Son of 
God, and counted the blood of the covenant with which he waa 
sanctified an unholy thing." We may not charge sucb pmbdu 
with any^rror in idea; but their expressions are in the highest 
degree improper: for, they confess n sin, which no Christian, at 
■ny period of his life, ever committed: nay, one which no pro- 
fenw of Christianity has committed; they confeea tbemselvei 
guilty of the unpardonable gin. Those dreadful terms are appro- 
priated by the divine Spirit to (he most dreadful instance of human 
goilt: the aasociatim between the phraseolo^ and tbe crima 
should never be diMolved. The highest effect of the maligsity 
of sitt, and the most unrelenting wrath displayed by God in bis 
government over man, should stand distinct from ordinary crimes 
u>d punishmentsL Two important ends would be promoted by 
this. The man enlightened in the doctrine of salvation thrwgh 
the blood of Jesus, would be put on his guard against the sophis* 
tries and corruptions which would lead him from one step of 
htsbsliding Icf another, till he had " trampled under foot tho Son 
of.Qod." On the other han^, tender consciences would be de- 
livered from needlesa terrors; A mind only partially instructed 
in the doctrine of .the gospel, and disordered by the intense opera- 
tions of a consciencedeeplyconvicledof sin, and by the fiery dart* 
of the evil one, is apt to aggravate all things, and impute to 
itself, pot only its real guiltiness, but a guilt from which it is free, 
that of the sin unto death. Let tbe nature of that sin be distinct; 
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eyes had often seen. It hoa all the congruity 
of a painting from the life. It will have been 
noted that Paul places the essence of apostacy 
in rejecting the atonement of Jesus ; or, to use 
his own words, in " crucifying the Son of God 
afresh, and putting him to an open shame ;" or, 
as the idea is yet more fully expressed in the 
10th chapter, in treading underfoot the Son of 
God, and counting the blood of the covenant where- 
with he was sanctified, an unholy thing. How 
well suited this representation of his was to pro- 
duce the impression j^n the mind of thg Jews 
most favourable to his design is apparent to 
every one. The priesthood of Jesus, as distin- 
guished from that of Aaron, is his theme ; and 
he tells them that they must cleave to that 
priesthood and its atonement, — or they are lost : 
from that priesthood, now that they bad been 
enhghtened in its nature, should they apostatise, 
though no farther than to the Aaronic priest- 
hood, repentance is impossible ; and mercy no 
more. 

But does he suspect the whole Christian 
church of verging towards apostacy ? Is he so 

koono. Surely every Christian can lay hia hand on bia breast, 
■od looking up to the Searcher of hearts, can say, I do not " colint 
the blood of Jeaus an unholy thing :" "Hanoi tread the Son of 
God contemptuouely under foot." I do kitow Uiat hia blood u 
It UoofJ. 
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injudicious as to express rfistrast, while he la- 
hatxB to -create confidence? GJod forbid that 
the body of the faithfiil should erer become the 
object of dtstnist and jealousy ! The apostle 
did not suspect the Christian Jews of being 
generally inclined to reject the priesthood of 
their Messiah. He is equally above pretending 
an uafounded alarm, or cherishing an unfounded 
confidence. The conduct of the general body 
was such as to prove the sincerity of their faith ; 
and as few men ever felt a keenej indignation 
against, iniquity, or could express themselves 
with greater severity against wicked men, than 
Paul ; so there never was, perhaps, any man, 
who felt a more sincere pleasure in recognising 
virtue^ and praising virtuous men. .He there- 
fore thns addresses them, in the strain of con- 
fidence and commendation : " but beloved we 
hope better things of you, and things which 
accompany salvation, though we thus speak." 
A few had apostatised, but the general body 
had retained the faith: some might be just 
objects of suspicion, but the mass of them were 
objects of confidence; they might be weak, 
' might have their doubts and diificulties, but they 
had given abundant proofs of sincerity and can- 
dour. Ch. vi. 9, 10. 

The apostle proceeds however to cautioD 
3 
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them against danger : there was danger, and 
he exhorts them to use the means of- avoidii^ 
it. " And we desire that erery one of you do 
shew the same diligence, to the full assurance 
of hope unto the end ; that ye be not slothful, 
hut followers of them who through faith and 
patience inherit the promisee." Ch. vi. 11, 13. 
He concludes by holding oat the most decided 
hopes of success, to animate their exertions. 
He reminds them of the promise of God to th^ 
father Abraham, afterwards confirmed by an 
oath: which promise, and oath, says he, are 
two immutable securities, that we might have 
strong consolation who have fled for refuge to 
hiy hold on the hope set before us : which hope 
we have, as an anchor of the soul, both sure 
and steadfast, and which entereth into that 
within the vail, whither the forerunner is for us 
entered. Ch. vi. 13. — 20i 

Having thus raised an high idea of the im- 
portance of his theme : — having humbled their 
pride, hy reflecting on the deficiency of their 
knowledge: — having alarmed their fears, by 
the danger of apostacy : — conciliated their be- 
■ nevolence, by avowing his conviction of the sin- 
cerity of- their Christian faith : — and animated 
them with hopes derived from the covenant 
faithfulness pf their God — he resumes the subject 
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^,dificu8au>D, " Je»i8 ^ade anlugh pnest all^ 
(be order of MelchiBedec." Ch. vi. 20. 

After BO io^ ao iotrodactioD) the reader per- 
haps is iufKitieDt to enter oa the subject. But 
we' must beg hie iadttlgeDce a little longer, tiU 
we shall have examioed the correctoess of two 
Dotkms, which hare exerted an unha^^y io- 
flueace on the minds of most people who have 
studied the scriptures relating to Melchisedec; 

L Is it a fdct — Or have we any reason to 
believe — that the Apostle has kept back from 
bis readers any thing that he knew of this sub* 
ject ? He tells us he had many things to say 
of Melchisedec ; but he seems to hesitate about 
saying^ them. Perhaps he has left aome of 
them unuttered and thus put it out of our power 
to attain that satisfaction, which notiiing but a 
connected view of a whole theme can afford. 
If this be the case, we must commence our 
labours with depressed spirits ; for nothiug so 
damps the ardour of inquiry as a previous im- 
pression that satisfaction is unattainable. 

• Now it is believed there is no reason what- 
ever,' not even the shadow of a reason, or of a 
suspicion, that the apostle has lefl untold a 
single <me of the many things he bpd to aay 
about Melchisedec. For, in the first place, it 
is not possible that he should raise such lofty 
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espectatioDSf aad labour through bo long a 
[»bemium, to dispose us to listen and learn ; 
aaA then to frustrate, and mock our hopes, by 
telling but half the talQ. Let not Raul be sus- 
pected of a piece of deception, which would 
render any writer contemptible. And then, in 
the second pkce, on examining his discourse* 
we find it so minute, and circumstantial, that it 
is impossible to conceive an omission. Melchi* 
sedec's name, royalty, city, priesthood, bles- 
sing of Abraham, and receiving tytbes from 
him ; bis separation from, and superiority over, 
the Levitical, priests, are all condescended on ; 
and his typical relation, in all these respects, to 
Messiah argued even to minutis. We are not 
justifiable in presuming that any writer, much 
less an inspired writer, has treated his subject 
imperfectly, unless we can point with our finger 
to the precise omission. This, in the present 
case, no man has done, and no man can do. 
Paul has finished his portrait of Melchisedec, 
with professed precision. 

II. The other idea, and the one that has had 
the chief share in preventing Christians from 
understanding this subject, is this : that there is 
some undefined, and it would seem undefinable, 
difficulty ; some profound mastery, jn the apos- 
tle's discourse concerning Melchisedec. For 
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has he not told us himself that the things bo 
had to say were " hard to be tittered:" a de^ 
mystery then, no doubt, they contain ; perbaps* 
BD inscrutable mystery: for, a difficulty so great 
in the times of inspiratimt, may well be sup- 
posed insuperable in this r^note age, so much 
less skilled in typical queetions. This is all 
very plausible. And there is no manner of 
doubt, that the imagined abstruseaess of the 
theme has discouraged many from studying it ; 
and seduced into refiRemeots and sublimities, 
those who could not be deterred from investi- 
gation. 

But this prejudice, though formidable, is quite 
unfounded. We have no reason to suppose 
this a difficult, or mysterious question: but 
ample reason to beheve it thd reverse. The 
apostle's own discouree must furnish the evi- 
dence of this assertion. Does Paul insinuate 
that HE found any abstruseness in the subject? 
Does he here, as in anotiier instance, talk ^ 
''unspeakable words — which it was not possme 
• for a man to taier ?"* No such thing. Let 
any candid man read the last five verses of the 
fifth, and the first two verses of the sixth chap- 
ter, and he will find that the whole, difficulty 
lay with the ebadgrs, not with the wsitbb. 

• 2 Cor. xil 4. 

3* 
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And I beg that it may be accurately noted, 
and remembered, that, in reflecting on the 
incapacity of his readers, he does not once hint 
at the weakness of the human inlelkct, nor at 
any infirmity common to Christians > it is a 
specific infirmity, pecuUar, and reproachful, to 
the Christianised Jews of that day. — " Many 
things," says he, " hard to be uttered seeing ye 
are dull of hearing ; for when for the time ye 
ought to be teachers, ye have need that one teach 
you again which be the first principles of the 
oracles of God; and are become such as have 
need of milk, and not of strong meat. For 
every one" who nseth milky is unskilful in the 
word of righteousness ; for he is a bahe. But 
strong, meat belongeth to them that are of fulh 
age, who by reason of use have their senses 
eaercised to discern both good and evil. There- 
fore, leaving the_^rs( principles of the doctrine 
of Christ, let ua go on unto perfection,^* &c. 

ti is plain language. They were Jewish 
s, persons unskilful iri the word of righteous- 
ness, persons who needed to be taught again 
' the first principles of the oracies of God; babes, 
capable of feeding only on mi/fc.— These were 
_ the persons to whom the apostle's words were 
hard to be uttered. This is the utmost limit 
I to which Paul carried the insinuation of any 
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difficulty in his subject. To talk of difficulty 
beyond this, is to talk without book. And 
surely it may be admitted, nay, it absolutely 
must be admitted, that persons not labouring 
under the inveterate prejudices of the Jews, 
and the infantine weakness of Jewish Chris- 
tians ; that men of/ull age, who by reason of 
use have their senses exercised to discern Both 
good and evil, may find the subject very simple, 
and very plain. This I brieve to be the fact. . 
^d am persuE^ded that the chief embarrass- 
ment in interpreting the scriptures respecting 
M^hisedec has originated in one of the cora- 
- monest, butleast curable, of human propensities^ 
an inclination to s^rch for mysteries in plain 
matters. 

The following interpretation is certainly sim- 
ple ; very remote, indeed, from all that is pro- 
found and mysterious. But, shouk! it be re- 
jected, I must, even then, insist that the true 
intertM^tation, wheresover, and by whomsoever 
found, shall be one, wKch, though it may non- 
plus babes, wiH not perplex those, who by rea- 
acHi of use, have their senses exercii^ to dis- 
cern both good and evil. 
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PART II. 

Aa the apostle has introduced into his dia- 
couTse the priesthoods of Melchisedec, Aaron, 
and Jesus — we shall inquire into the divine ori- 
gin of these three priesthoods. 

As he has asserted that Melchisedec's priest- 
hood is, and that Aaron's priesthood is not, the 
exfunptar of Christ's — we shall inquire, in what 
sense Jesus is said to be a priest after the order 
ofMelchisedec, and not after the order of Aaron. 

As he has produced the prophecy of David, 
that Messiah should be a priest after the order 
of Melchisedec — we shall inquire, what could be 
David's motive ; or rather, what could be the 
intention of the Divine Spirit, in assigning that 
order of priesthood to him, rather than the order 
of Aaron. 

And, in fine, as the apostle's discus'sion of 
the order of Messiah's priesthood is long, mi- 
nute, and precise — we' shall inquire, why he 
found it necessary to argue this subject so per- 
tinaciously with the Jews. 

I. Of the divine origin of the priesthoods of 
Melchisedec, Aaron, and Jesus. 

According to the evidence of scriptaral his- 
tory, the only a()missible evidence in the case. 
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these three (Hriesthoods were divinely consti- 
tuted ; and the oely dirinelj constituted priest- 
hoods that ever existed among men. Of tb^e, 
calculating from the commencement of sacrifi- 
cial fiinct'ions, Melchiaedec's was the first. It 
is obvious, that'l[^ ]»iest is here meant an offi- 
cial character, a man " taken frmn amoi^ men,'" 
and " ordained for men, in things pertaining to 
God, that he might ol^ both gifts and sacrifi- 
ces for sin."* Of sucij, Melchisedec was the 
first. Previousto his day, the ofiering of gifts 
and sacrificOs for sins was, like prayer, the com- 
mon right of the faithful ; as appeare from the 
offerings of Cain and Abel,t of'Noah,j: &c. &c. 
In this situation matters continued in respect to 
worsbippers generally, (the tribe which Metchi- 
seSec. represented prdsably excepted,) and to 
the posterity of Abrabam in particular ; even 
after the constitution of God*s covenant with 
bim, and down to the consecration of Aaroh. 
Previous to this latter period, there was not a 
[Hiefit in Abraham's family ; Init, as nanverous 
instances attest, every worshipped offered up his 
own sacrifice, or invited aiid employed what 
assistants he pleased. For ages after the call- 
ing of Abraham, the institutions of true religion, 
and the dispensation of the Spirit of grace, 

• Heb. ». 1. + Gen. tv. 3, 4. ' t Gen. viii. Sft 
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were contioued to seyeral other tFibes of m^ : 
among these ^bo, the right to c^er sacrifice, 
betoQged, for say tiaag we know, to the faithful 
in common. 

la the early ages of the worlds religion had 
not received that oiganizaticsi, which has die- 
tmguished reHgious eocieties in subsequent pe- 
riods. Fro^iets eveiy age had : Adam, no - 
doubt, was the first ; Enoch, Noah, and others 
succeeded; for there could not be any such 
thing as religion, without a divine revelation : 
aud by ■Vi procedure, the wiedom and goodness 
of which are equally apparent, God raised up 
frcnu among men the instruments by which his 
will should be made known to dieir respective 
generations. But these were extraordinary 
characters, and are not known to have had any 
peculiar functions in the ordinary offices of 
religious worchip. The faithful had no fixed 
teachers,, to preach the truths, or doctrines of 
religion ; no fixed priests, to present^their sacri- 
fices aud ofiehngs. Every pious man, no doubt, 
was ready to embrace such Of^rtunities as 
might ofier oi instructing others, and presented 
his sacrifice in person. We are not to imagiue, 
however, that religion was, in the times alluded 
to, so entirely a private and personal concern, 
fts to be wholly destitute of social character. It 



:=inGoo^lc 



JESUS cmiHT AND MBLCHISEDBC. 35 

did always possess social character, and ad- 
mitted the communion of saints : but that cha- 
racter was defined, not by ecclesiastical con- 
BtitutioD, but by the natural arrangements of 
human society. Thus we find Job offering up 
sacrifices for his children,* and Jethro, in com- 
munion with Moses, Aaron, and the elders of 
, Israel, offering up sacrifice in the Israelitisb 
camp.t Such a course things would naturally 
take. For, as families and states are equally 
bound with iodividuals, to acknowledge the 
Supreme Being ; so it is plain, that those reli- 
gious solemnities, by which such acknowledg- 
ment is made, must of right and necessity, (no 
divine constitution withstanding,) be conducted 
by the chief ruler ; by the head of the family in 
the one case, and by the magistrate in the other. 

Let us indulge a passing glance down the ■ 
vista, which opens to us a prospect of the do- 
main of heathenism. There too, we find the 
priesthood an appendage to the magistracy. 
Omitting other instances, it shall suffice to 
notice that tlie priesthood was a prerogative 
of royalty in -the original constitution of Rome. 
This connection of offices commenced with 
Romulus, expired with Tarquin, and was re- 
vived, after a long interval, in the person of 

. • Job i. t Eiod. xviiL 12. 
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Julius Cffisar. There is a fact loo remarkable 
to be omitted, even in this short notice of the 
subject; that so fixed and iuyeterete had the 
idea of a king-priest become among the Ro- 
mans, that they considered such a character 
easential'to the state; and, accordiiagly, when 

. they abolished royalty and instituted a republi- 
can form of goveroment, they judged it neces- 
sary to elect a Rex Sacrorum, or king of the 
sacred riles, to attend to, those sacerdotal fanc- 
ticMiB, which had belonged to the kings, under 
the ancient regimen.* There is, however, no 
good reason for the attegatioo, that kings ori- 
ginally usurped the pr^iesthood. For from whom 
should they usurp it ? The same constitution 
which made them the representatives of their 
states, gave them a necessaiy precedence in 
the expressions of national devotion. But time 
would show the importance of a prerogative, 
which exhibited them to the eyes of their sub- ' 
jects in the august character of ministers of the 
gods; and which, by giving them the control of 

. the popular conscience, or, what in most cases 
is the same thing, of the popular superstition, 
rendered that mighty engine subservient to their 

' Renim deinde divinarum habita cura, et quia quedam publics 
sacra per ipsos reges ractitala erant, ne ubiubi regum deaiderium 
esKt, Ttgem ^crificulum creatiL — Liv. lib. ii. cap. 2. 
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political designs. Under the Horeb covenant, 
the priesthood was separated from the civil au- 
thority. There first we discover the rudiments 
of an enlarged policy. The priesthood, free 
and iodependent — are" limited to the concemB 
of piety and morality ; that the public con- 
science might not be perverted by the contin- 
gencies of peace and war, and other political 
events, which operate ao largely on the mora! 
sentiments and habits of mankind. On the other 
hand, the civil magistrate is left to pursue the 
national policy, under the censorship of the 
national conscience. How the balance was held 
between the civil and ecclesiastical powers, 
under the theocracy, this is not the place to 
enquire. But it is within the knowledge of 
every one, that to re-unite those functions, se- " 
parated by God himself, has been the effort of 
all ages since. Hence, we see the magistrate 
swallowing up the priesthood : there, the priest- 
hood engulphs the civil power : while either 
event is highly injurious to society ; but the lat- 
ter most. 

But to return to our subject. As no priest- 
,hood existed previous to the days of Abraham, 
nor in his family, till the consecration of Aaron ; 
as no evidence of divine origin can be produced 
in behalf of the heathenish priesthoods ; and, as . 
4 
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we are assured that Melchisedec was a diviDely 
constituted priest ; it follows, that he was the 
£rst priest amoog men, aad his the first priest- 
hood. Let us, therefore, produce the evidence 
that this man had a divine appointment to the 
priest's office. 

1. He is denominated \i*ti huh ma, Priest of 
the Most High, God. 

The term jru, Cohen, has been considered by 
some, who are never to be named without re- 
spect, as a sacred title, and never applied to any 
who are not, in the official sense, priests. But 
the scriptural usage of the term establishes the 
contrary opinioD. From that usage we collect 
that \ro. Cohen, is a title of honour, a stAordiaate 
title, and a title given equally to officers in 
church, and in state. Take the following proofs. 

A list of the civil aad ecclesitistical officers, 
in the days of David, is given, 2 Sam. viii., ia 
which we notice this double application of this 
official title. Thus, Zadok and Ahimelech were 
D"KiJ, Cohanim ; viz., of God, that ia Priests, 
verse 17 : and David's sons were o'jru. Cofut- 
nim ; viz., of their father, that is, hi^ ministers 
palate: verse 18. 

A similar list is given, 2 Sam. xx. At that 
time Zadok aod Abiathar were viro, Cohanim, 
Priests of God : and Ira, the Jairite, was [tu. 
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Cohen, to David; or, bis minister of state: 
Terse 26. 

In 1 Kings iii., we have an ttccount of the 
civil and ecclesiastical officers, in the reign of 
Solomon. At that time Zadok and Abiathar 
were o'lra, Cohanim, or priests of God : and Za- 
bud, the son of Nathan, was •fran nxi ]02. Cohen, 
^c, the king's confideotial minister of state. 

Further, it may be remarked that the verb 
|ro. which associates' with the above mentioned 
official title, is never used in the scriptures to 
express civil ministration. This is somewhat 
strange : as the title denotes equally a civil, or 
a religious minister ; one would expect that the 
verb would equally signify civil, or religious 
ministration. This, it seems, is not the case. 
Yet, a person acquainted with the philosophy 
of language, will strongly suspect that the verb 
must have had an application of that sort, as 
well as the noun, though instances do not occur 
in the Bible. There, it uniformly signifies 
priestly miniatration, except in Isaiah Ixi. 10., 
where it has a highly figurative signification : 
the allusion, however, ia to the priesthood. 

Now, as the verb is never used to express 
ordinary, or servile labour : as the term [tu, Co- 
hen, is never used like i3y, Qnebed, as a term of 
voluntary humiliation : and, in fine, as it is the 
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title of the immediate ministers of God, and of 
sovereign princes ; it is a title of honour. As it 
is never used in speaking of sovereign princes, 
but only of their ministers, or the ministers of 
God, it is a subordinate title. And the passages 
which have been quoted show that it belongs 
equally to officers in church, and in state. 

Having fixed the meaning of this official title, 
this appears to be the proper place to consider 
a few passages of scripture, which, from the 
application of it, seem to create some embar- 
rassment to our general doctrine of three divine- 
ly constituted priesthoods. 

The priests of Egypt, D-jro, Cohanim ; Gen. 
xlvii. 22; and Potiphar, [n^, Cohen, priest of On; 
Gen. xli. 45, 50 — who were they ? Priests of 
God, or ministers of Pharaoh ? If they were 
priests of God, the idea of three divine priest- 
hoods must be given up. And even should we 
deny the divine origin of their priesthood, yet, 
if we admit them to be priests at all, we will find 
ourselves involved in some difficulty : for, as it 
is notorious, that the religious rites and oflicers 
of heathenism, were, in most instances copied 
from some antecedent divine institution ; and, 
as the solitary instance of Melchisedec's priest- 
hood does not appear of sufficient celebrity to 
affect the organization of society in the sur- 
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rounding empires ; will not the existence of an 
order ofpriests in Egypt, furnish presumptive evi- 
dence of an antecedent divine order of priests ? 
To this it is answered — that we have no evi- 
dence that Potiphar, and the other D'jrtJ, Coha- • 
nim, in Egypt, were priests of God. We have 
evidence that they were ministers of Pharaoh. 
All history testifies that this class of men, in 
Egypt, were not mere ministers of religion: 
religion, in fact, was the least important of their 
functions. They were the philosophers, astro- 
nomers, surveyors, engineers, architects, histo- 
rians, and instructors of the nation : in a word, 
all offices, dependent on learning, fell into their 
hands, as being the only persons qualified for 
them. The population of Egypt was divided 
into five classes, the priests, 'the soldiers, the 
shepherds, the husbandmen, and the artificers ; 
of which, the former were continually about the 
person of the king, and employed in every busi' 
ness requiring superior knowledge : and, even 
religion itself, was quite a philosophical busii 
ness among the Egyptians, Chaldeans, and other 
nations of the east. We are, therefore, with- 
out any good reason for believing that the 
priests of Egypt were either priests of God, op 
formed on any pre-existing divine model. 
Jethro, priest of Midiao, Moses's father-in- 
4» 
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law, who was he, a prince, or a priest of God? 
Not the latter : he is oever so called : and as to 
his offering sacrifice, Exod. xviii. 12 ; the fact 
is irrelative to the question ; as Abraham, Jacob, 
- Moses, &c., oifered sacrifices without being 
priests. On the other hand, the term |ra, Cohen, 
never being used as the title of a sovereign 
prince, but of the minister of a sovereign prince ; 
such we believe to have been the station of 
Jethro. 

The D'rrs, Cohanim, mentioned in Ebcod, six, 
22. " And let the priests also, which come near 
unto the Lord, sanctify themselves; lest the 
Lord break forth upon them." What priests 
were these ? A reference to chapter xxiv. 4, 5, 
6, will furnish an answer to this enquiry. " And 
Moses wrote all the words of the Lord, and 
rose up early in, the morning, and builded an 
altar under the hill, and twelve pillars accord- 
ing to the twelve tribes of Israel. And he sent 
young men, d-jpo, Cohanim, of the children of 
Israel, which offered burnt offerings, and sacri- 
ficed peace offerings, of oxen unto the Lord. 
And Moaes took half of the blood, and put it in 
basons ; and half of the blood he sprinkled on 
the altar." These young men were the o-na, 
Cohanim, or ministers of Moses, whom he em- 
ployed in the servile part of sacrificing, reserv- 
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ing the noble part, the sprinkling of the sacrifi- 
cial blood, to himself. 

What is the meaning of that promise, Exod. 
xix. 6. " And ye shall be unto me," :dtd rd^oo 

jnip 1J1 — " a kingdom of priests, and a holy na- 
tion ?" Would it not seem as if the idea of 
priestly consecratitm was familiar to the people 
of Israel, previous to the Horeb covenant and 
institution of the Levitical priesthood ? — I an- 
swer, no. The candid reader must admit, that 
to adopt the hypothesis of an antecedent priest- 
hood well known to the Israelites, while he finds 
no such order of men among the tribes of Abra- 
ham, (and the solitary instance of Melchisedec 
was, in all probability, quite overlooked,) would 
be rash and unwarrantable. Without adopting 
so bold an hypothesis, the passage admits an 
easy interpretation, full of spirit and meaning, 
and perfectly consistent with the ascertained 
facts of ancient history. They had just left 

. Egypt, where they had seen the priests occupy 
the most honourable station about the king, 
discharge the most important duties, and receive 
an ample reward for their services: and the 
passage of scripture under consideration may 
be viewed as alluding to that state of things, 
and as containing a promise that God,-on being 
chosen king of the Israelitish nation, would 
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make tbem all as honourable and happy as the 
priests of Egypt. 

To conclude this article of proof, it appears . 
that Mejchisedec was a priest of the Most High 
God, and the first man that ever bore that cha- 
racter ; or, indeed, enjoyed it at all till the con- 
secralioQ of Aaron and bis sons. 

.II. Our second proof of his divine appoint- 
ment is taken from the 110th psalm; where 
Messiah is represented as constituted a priest 
after the order of Melchisedec ; which takes the 
priesthood of the latter aa a settled point. The 
Jews, in order to get rid of the obnoxious doc- 
trine of Messiah's priesthood, a doctrine which 
involves them in great embarrassment respect- 
ing the prerogatives of the tribes of Judah and 
Levi, insist on giving the term pa, Cohen^ in this 
psalm, its civil sense. But the miserable gloss 
dethrones their Messiah. For if he be not the 
priest (jf God, but only the minister of an earthly 
prince, he ceases to be a sovereign, a king, on 
the throne of bis father David. But take the 
passage in its obvious sense, and all is luminous 
and consistent. Messiah, a king on the throne 
of David, is Jehovah's fo, Cohen, or priest, after 
the similitude of Melchisedec, who was both a 
king and a priest. 

III. Our third proof ia found, Heb. v. i. 
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where Paul says that every high priest, >«(*^«v- 
ofMvofi s£ oviju^uv, " being taken from among men 
is ordained for men, in things pertaining to 
God, that be may offer both gifts and sacrifices 
for sin." And again he says, verse 4 : *' And 
no man taketh this honour unto himself, but he 
that is called of God as was Aaron." Now as 
no man could be a priest without a divine 
appointment ; and, as Moses, David, and Paul, 
testify that Melchisedec was a priest, it follows 
that he must have had a divine appointment to 
that office. 

After delaying so lodg on the priesthood of 
Melchisedec, we will readily be excused from 
quoting the passages of scripture which prove 
that the priesthoods of Aaron and Jesus had a 
similar origin, especially as the proof, in both 
instances, is ample, obvious, and aquiesced in. 

Previous however to dismissing the Aaronic 
priesthood, it may not be deemed superfluous 
to advert to a class of facts in the Jewish his- 
tory, which seem to interfere with its constitu- 
tional privileges. The constitution runs thus : 
-Numb, xviii. 7. "Thou and thy sons with 
thee" (the speech is addressed to Aaron) "shall 
keep your priest's office for every thing of the 
altar and within the vail ; and ye shall serve : 
I have given your priest's office unto you as a 
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service. of gift: and the Btraoger" (that is a 
person not of the fzimily of Aaron) "that 
Cometh nigh" (to offer eacrifices, or do the 
priest's office) " ^all be put to death." Upon 
this ground it was that the priests resisted king 
Uzziab, when he invaded their office ; and God 
seconded them in defending their rights, by 
striking the king with leprosy, in the very act 
of usurpation. 2 Chron. xxvi. 16 — 21. Yet 
all this notwithstanding, we find frequent in- 
stances of persons who were not priests, offer- 
ing up sacrifice, without opposition from men, 
and with the approbation of God: such as 
Samuel ; 1 Sam. xvi, 2, &c. Gideon ; Judges, 
vi. 24, &c. Elijah; 1 Kings xviii. 31, &c. But 
such instances did not at all interfere with the 
ordinary priesthood. God limited the children 
of Israel to the ministration of the sons of 
Aaron in the services of the altar : but he did 
not limit himself from commanding and accept- 
ing sacrifices from other hands. Inspiration 
furnished full powers. The sovereign of all has 
a right to demand the services of whom he 
pleases. But these extraordinary sacriticers 
are never called, nor considered, priests; any 
more than Abraham or Job. 

Perhaps it may be thought that more time 
has been spent in establishing the position that 
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there never was more than three priesthoods, than 
either the importance of the fact in any view, 
or its connection with the object of this disser- 
tation, will justify. A different opinion however 
was entertained. It was, indeed, perceived 
that were there a thousand priesthoods, still 
Melcbisedec's is, and Aaron's is not, the pattern 
of Messiahs. But we endeavoured to establish 
the f^ct of there being only three priesthoods, 
not for the hght which it casts on some passages 
of scripture, but because, though not essential, 
it is not ^ile irrelevant to our purpose. To 
-perceive that this is the case, let the following 
remarks be considered. It will not be denied 
that if the reality, and nature, of Christ's priest- 
hood be perceived and admitted, all ideas of 
typical patterns are superseded and useless. 
For the sole use of such patterns and analogies 
is to prove the fact of his priesthood, and ex- 
plain the nature of his functions. When, in 
the days of king David, Messiah was to be 
exhibited to the Jewish nation as their Priest ; 
the divine spirit had two priesthoods, either of 
which might have been brought forward as a 
pattern, viz. Melcbisedec's and Aaron's. He 
chose the former, in preference to the latter, 
because it did as well establish the fact, that 
Messiah should be a priest, as the other could 
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do — And, at the same time warned against an 
error, to which that nation would one day be 
exposed. This idea will be fully evolved in a 
subsequent part of this discourse. I will only 
add, that there is little reason to doubt that in 
addition to the importance of Melchisedec's 
priesthood to his cotemporaries, a great and an 
essential end of its original institution was to 
have in reserve a pattern, by which, when Mes- 
siah should appear, his priesthood might be 
proven — while at the same time it was distin- 
guished from the Levitic^l priesthood, with 
which it was foreseen that it would be con- 
founded. 

II. The second subject of enquiry is, in what 
sense Jesus is said to be a priest after the order 
of Melchisedec, and not after the order of 
Aaron. 

The first idea that strikes one, on hearing 
that one priest is after the order of another, is 
" this — that they both have precisely the same 
rights and functions ; and these functions the 
same efficacy. Thus, the high priests who suc- 
ceeded Aaron, were of the same order with him : 
the office, its duties, and its efficacy, remained 
immutable ; and descended pure and entire, like 
an estate equally incapable of waste and of 
augmentation. In this sense, Jesus was neither 
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of the order of Melchisedec, nor of Aaron. His 
priesthood was peculiar : his sacr^ce was his 
SOUL : " neither by the blood of goats aod calves, 
iHit by his own blood, he entered in once into 
the holy place, having obtained eternal redemp* 
tion for us :"* his intercession is carried on in 
heaven : be " is not entered into the boly places 
made with hands, which are the figures of the 
true; but into heaven itself, there, to appear ia 
the presemie of God for U8.'*t Such a sacrifice 
neither Melchisedec nor Aaron ever ofiered ; 
for, if they had, " the worshippers once purged, 
should have had no more conscience of sins.'^j: 
In which event, Messiah's . priesthood would 
have been unnecessary ; for " where remission 
of sin is, there is no more offering for 8in.'*§ It 
was the imperfection of the antecedent priest- 
hoods that rendered his necessary : and had his 
been the very same with them, the imperfection 
must have continued. But he assumed a per- 
fect priesthood, to which nothing was equal ; a 
priesthood, which finished transgression, and 
made an end of sin. _ We must, therefore, search 
for some other idea of order. 

The learned reader is not to be informed that 
the 4th verse of the 110th psalm admits, and 

■ Heb. ix. la t Heb. ix. 24. 

t Hek X. 2. k Heb. x. 18. 
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has reeeived, verydiSereDt traD^ations. To 
analyse aod refute, or eetablish these, woiUd be 
toil without profit. All the light we can hope 
' t9 leceive must come from the lamp of the apos- 
tle Paul. The passage alluded to ru&s thus : — 
"The Lord hath sworn, 
and will not repent ; Thou art 
a priest for ever, after the ordw 
of Melcbisedec." 
The chief difficulty lies in the phrafie ■mrrS}', 
"after the order." Paul's translation, which 
is also that of the Septuagint, is xam lt)v la^n : uid 
as to the idea which he affixed to lain, we collect 
it from his owDEynonyme, chap. vii. 15., xoraV 
•fMiolijla MaXxifCfi™. " After the similitude of Mel- 
chisedec." There is another phrase, in the 
third verse, which also goes to fix the apostle's 
idea : Melchieedec is spoken of as one, aipuficiuiJicvoE 
rtfiuiip Is em, " made like unto the Son of God." 
Thus then Messiah was made a priest, mia 7t|v 
1b£<*, " after the order," — that is, xata Tiji, ofimoi^Ta, 
after the similitude" of Melchisidec. Or, in- 
rerting the related ideas, M^chisedec, aifuiM»uiisvtie 
7^ ui^ % 9!»i, *' was constituted a similitude, or 
type, of the Son of God." Typical similitude, 
then, is the apostle's idea. 

But here we are met by a question of some 
apparent difficulty. Was not Aaron, it may be 
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ftsked, a type of the Son of Grod : was there not 

a similitude between his and Messiah's pne84>- 
tiDod : and, if bo, was not Jesus a priest afler 
the similitude, or order of Aaron, as weU 9S 
after the similiiude, or ordo" of Melchisedec ^ 

The correctness, of the assumption is ad- 
mitted ; viz., that Aaron was a type, or simili- 
tude of Messiah, in his priestly character. He 
was " called of God :"* he was ." taken from 
among nwn ;'*t and, " ordained for men, in things 
pertaining to God;"^ he wtered once a year into 
the most holy place, " not without blood ;"§ he 
served "unto tbe. example, and shadow, of 
heavenly things ;"t| — The law, which .had a 
shadow of good things to come, had not a sin- 
gle type of Messiah so illustrious as the high 
priest entering into tbe holiest of all, with the 
blood of ofonetnenf, and tncense of interceasutn. 

The hteral fact is, both the priesthood of 
Aaron, and that of Melchisedec, were types of 
tbe priesthood of Christ : Aaron and Melchise- 
dec, so far as their characters coincided, were 
types of equal value : both of them *' priests of 
the Most High God ;" botii *' taken from among 
men, and ordained for men, in things pertaining 
to G^ ;" in sacrifice both Sledding the blood 

• Heb. Y. 4. t Heb. 7. 1. J Heb. v. 1. 

{ Heb. ii. 7. H Heb, viil S. 
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of atmemeDt, and both making intercession 
with God, and blessing his church. So far, 
their typical character is perfectly equal ; and 
so far, Jesas is a piest after the similitude, or, 
if you will, the order of Aaron as much as of 
Melchisedec. This is a fact, which can neither 
be evaded, nor invalidated. It is a miserabto 
species of criticism, that would sacrifice fact to 
verbiage. 

But why then is Messiah represented as a 
priest after the order of Melchisedec ? The 
reason is as follows. Melchisedec possessed 
all the typical characteristics of Aaron ; but, 
in addition to these, he had Bundry pecuiiarcha* 
racteristics : now the priesthood of Jesus, which 
tallied exactly with all the typical characteris- 
tics of Melchisedec's, must be different from the 
priesthood of Aaron. So definitely were these 
peculiarities marked, that every candid and 
judicious observer must, on seeing him, exclaim, 
here is a pnest, who is not an Aartmic priest .' 
This distinction of the priesthood of Jesus from 
the priesthood of Aaron is a most important 
point : to mark that digtinction was the chief, 
perhaps I might say, the sole end of the type, 
and the sole end of the apostle's argument. 
These ideas will be illustMted in the two sub- 
sequent articles. 
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III. "Why was JesuB exhitMted in prophecy 
as a priest after the order of Melchisedec, and 
not Bfte^- the order of Aaron ? 

If, ae-has been preyed abore, order means 
similitude; and if, as has also been proved, 
JesuB was after the simUiiude, or order of Aarcm, 
as well as of Melchisedec; the Holy Spirit 
might with perfect truth have spoken of him, as 
a priest after the order of Aaron. Why was 
this not done? This question has important 
f»)nnections with the general subject of this dis- 
sectation ; and, as we do not recollect to have 
seen it discussed, we beg the indulgence of some 
detail. 

1. We say then, that Melchisedec's priest- 
hood was not made the exemplar of Christ's, by 

- the Spirit of prophecy, because they were both 
the same priesthood — for we have proved them 
to be essentially different. 

2. Nor, because priest Melchisedec bore an 
exclusive resemblance to priest Messiah, for 
the contrary has been proved. 

^. Considerations wholly moral led to this 
ex^ilMtiwi. When David wag directed to fore- 
tell that Messiah should be a priest, the Holy 
Spirit looked forward to the time when he 
should be revealed to the Jewish natiou, and 
calculated the reception which such a priest 
5* 
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might expect from that people. It was foreseen 
to what a pitch of vanity, dieir self-preference, 
or, as it is called, nationality, after having been 
accumulated by so mt^y peculiar blessings, 
and nursed by such numerous intei^KKations of 
the Deity in their behalf, would carry the Jew- 
ish nation: It was foreseen that there was not 
one of their naticMial institutions, on which they 
would set a more exorbitant value, than on 
liieir priesthood : this, by the atonement which 
it made for sin, would be viewed as the com* 
plenient of that righteousness in which they 
would trust : and, being so often denominated 
an everlasting priesthood by their sacred wri- 
ters, they could imagine no less than that it 
should be interminable; and that God would 
never consecrate another priesthood, at least 
for them. In a word, the nation was .foreseen 
wholly engroraed with its typical priesthood. 

If then Messiah bad been foretold as a priest - 
after the order of Aaron ; or, had he been fore- 
told as a -priest viitiioat specification of order; 
the Jews, according to their ideas of priestbAod, 
could have anticipated nothing else than an 
Aaronic priest. It is true that. this inference 
of theirs would be a logical noh-a&futtur ; for 
it does not follow Uiat every priest must be aa 
Aaronic priest; nay, had Messiah been foretold 
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fts a priest after the order of Aaron, it would 
not follow that he ahouM h&ve the very same 
priesthood with Aaron; even as it does not 
follow from his being after the order of Mel- 
chisedec, that he has the very same priesthood 
with that* man. But the Spirit of God does not 
deal with men upo» the presumption that they 
will always reason -justly. There is a moral 
logic, in which prejudices occupy the place of 
prmcipies. And the Jewish prejudice on the 
Mifaject of priesthood was foreseen.— It was 
foreseen that, in the age of Messiah, the Jewish 
nation would not be able to form any idea of a 
priesthood distinct from the Aaronic priesthood 
And, of consequence, if he were foretold as a 
priest, they would expect an Aaronic priest. 
Let us suppose for a moment, that the phrase, 

AFTER THE ORDER OF HBLCHISBDBC, Were Omtttcd 

in the prophecy contained in the 110th psalm. 
The passage would then read thus : — 

" Jehovah hath sworn, and will not repent — 
thou art a priest for ever," 

Now, be it remembered, that this oath is 
given to the son of David. What could the 
Jews, take them as they are, with all their pre- 
judices on ^e subject <^ priesthood about them ; 
what could they make of this prophecy ? No- 
thuig at all. Every argument which proved 
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Mesaiah to he a. son of David — ^proved bim to 
be QD priest ; because, do bod of Aaron. And, 
every argumeot wbicb proved him to be a prieat 
— proved him no son of David. For them to 
have BO much as an idea of such a persoDage* 
was neither more nor less than an impossibyity. 
Against this dilemma the Spirit of God 
guards them, in the 110th psalm. On the one 
hand, Messiah is to be the Son and Lord of 
David, and king on his father's throne.^ — On the 
other hand, he is constituted by the oath of- 
God a priest. What sort of priest ? A priest 
after the order, or simiUtude, of Melchisedec ; 
and this Melchisedec was a king-priest, and bad 
> nothing to do with the Uood of Leritical gene- 
alogy, nor with the priesthood entailed on that 
blood. Such a priest, therefore^ as was after 
the order of Melchisedec, must be totally di&r- 
ent from the priests of Levi. Thus, the whole 
and sole end of this i»«phecy is to exhibit Mes- 
siah as a f»iest« — and to distinguish him from 
the Aaronic priests. 

The foregoing argument would derive addi- 
tional interest from the ascertainment of one 
point. I feel strongly inclined' to put it into 
round assertion ; but, perhaps, some may pre- 
fer the modesty of interrogation. I ask, then, 
if the 110th psalm be not the first expUcit reve- 
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latioD of Messiah's priesthood ? That he waa ' 
exhibited, in antecedent prophecies, as a pro- 
phet, and as a prince, is acknowledged. That 
he should sufer severely in bruising the 8erpeBt*8 
head, was apparent from ^e first revelation 
ever made of him.' And die typical rite of 
saciifice might suggest that he should be a vic- 
tim. But was all this sufficient to exhibit him 
in the character of a priest? I think not. Aad 
who before David ever described him as a 
priest ? If these views be correct, they commu- 
nicate an edge to the argument we have been 
urging. For it will then appear, that in the 
very first exhibition of his sod, as the church*i 
high priest, God drew a decisive line of distinc- ' 
tion between faim and the existing order of 
priests, with whom there was danger of con- 
founding him — that when he appeared, he migBt 
be recognised as a prieBt, who by " one Ber- 
ing" should for ever perfect ttiem that aie sanc- 
tified. Alas for blind erring mortals ! All tiaa 
precaution was insufficient: as will appear in 
the following article. 

IV. The fourth and last questioD is — why 
did Paul find it'necessary to argue this subject 
so pertinaciously with the Jews ? 

I dare appeal to the candid examiner of the 
BCnptures, whether he has not fouad the vii. 
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chapter of the epistle to the Hebrews distress- 
ingly minute and tediooa. So many profiles of 
the same subject are turned round to ub; so 
many arguments heaped together to prove a 
point, in our view of it, self-evident ; every pos- 
sible objection stated, every possible answer 
given : a doubting Jew can invent no new diffi- 
culty, Christian ingenuity can devise no now 
argument : every ray of light is collected, the 
apostle has left nothing for those who may come 
after him. An ai^ument, managed in tfais man- 
ner, cm a subject where we are- already in poa- 
eession of the truth, is the most 'exhausting 
'thing, that can be imagined to the human intel- 
lect. Unquestionably, Paul would never have 
written in this style to the present Christian 
cbirch. UnqueB!ti(»iabIy, there musthave been 
M»ne extraordinary derangement of ideas in the 
Jewish nation, and among the Christian part 
of It, to rend^ such a style proper, and neces- 
sary for them. And this is the &ct. And the 
wisdom of the divine Spirit shines in suiting his 
communications to the minds which are to be 
enlightened by them. 

However unexpected the fact, yet from the 
apostohc writings it appears to be a fact, that 
the opposition to our Lord's priesthood, which 
racked and tore the Christian church, under the 
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eyee, and under the mioistrationB, of the apo^ 
tlee, was exclusirely the work of Isradites. Did 
a Jew hesitate to beheve ? Christ crucified was 
.the stumblii^-block: I. Cor. 1. 33.* Did be 
apostatise? It was by denying our Lord's 
^iesthood; it was by crucifying to himself 
afresh the Son of God, and putting him to an 
open shame. Heb. vi. 6. It was by treading 
under foot the Sod of God, and counting the 
blood of the covenaot wherewith he was sanc- 
tified, an unholy thii^. Heb. x. 39. With 
respect to the Gentiles, the case was different. 
Idolatries, drunkenness, retellings, lusts, and 
philosoi^iy, falsely so called, were their beset- 
ting sins ; the obfitructions to their conversion, 
and the incentives to their apostasy. This 
distinction between Jewi^ and Gentile charac- 
ter is perfectly consonant to the principles of 
human nature. It is precisely what we ought 
to expect from the natural and necessary ope- 
ration of those principles, under the respective 
moral circumstances alluded to. For, limiting 
the illustration to the case of- apostasy, however 

* T^e phnueology of this passage is worth]' of notice ; Christ 
rancified was to Gentiles fooligknest, they could not well coo^ 
prebnd the doctiUia of nlvaticn bj his su^rings. The Jews 
undeiBtood the doctrine of vicatioua sufierings, but confined it to 
their legnl atonement ; and, therefore, to them Christ's wcrilics 
tecame a ttimMing-bCock. 
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.&(roi^ly a converted heathea ought be tempted 
to relapse into his former debaucheries, there 
was httle danger of his relapBing into his an- 
cient religion. It was impossible for him to 
unlearn, what he had already learned of the 
fiitility of idolatry, and all the rites and mum- 
meries of heathenism. To these, he never could 
trust his soul. His apostasy from Christianity, 
therefore, was rather a relapse into his former 
lusts, than a return to his former religion. Not 
so with the Jew. The moment he began, from 
whatever cause, to waver in his Christian pro- 
fessioD, his mind was irreastibly attracted to- 
wards his ancient religion ; a religion, which he 
knew to be divine; which he was sure had 
saved his fathers ; which had a divine atone- 
ment for sin, offered up yearly, weekly, daily, 
' almost incessantly ; and a divine order of priests 
to make it: a religion of consequence, in his 
view of it, to which he m^ght safely trust his 
soul. Hence, an apostatising Jewish Christian 
always fled directly to the horns of the ancient 
altar. Of this assertion it may be esteemed 
sufficient proof to refer generally to the epistle 
to the Galatians ; take, however, the following 
quotation : — " If righteouaoess come by the law, 
then Christ is dead in vain. O foolish Gala- 
tians, who hath bewitched you, that you should 
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not obey the truth, before whose eyes Jesua 
Christ hath been evidently set forth crucifix 
among you ? This only would I learn of yoa, 
received ye the Spirit by the works of the law, 
or by the hearing of faith ? Are ye bo foolish, 
having begun in the Spirit, are ye now ma4e per- 
fect by the fesh ?"* 

Now, Paul had repeatedly refilled the erro- 
neous notiODS of hia countrymen concerning 
the efficacy of Christ's death : sometimes ad- 
dresBing himself to the unbelievers among them, 
sometimes attacking apostates, sometimes in- 
structing weak and doubting Christians. It 
would seem his labours had not the desired 
effect. This question, however, must.be put to 
rest for ever, or Christianity perish among the 
race of Abraham. Paul, accordingly, writes 
this epistle professedly on the subject of our 
Lord's priesthood, and inscribes it to the ?ews, 
where it was most needed. 

The precision and minuteness of the apostle's 
argumentation is exactly suited to an important 

■ GbI. ij. 21.— iii. 1, 3, 8. Jesu* crvcified hid been set before 
them ; they hud adopted the new dispensation, or, begun in Ike 
Spirit, and had received the Holy GhoBt, aa the seal of their 
faith.— But ihey had got in&toated ; tuniBil back to the law, or 
were made perfect by the fietk ; and by trustiog in the righte- 
ousness of the law, practicall; declared that in their opinion Christ 
had died in vain. 
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subject, which had long been tortured by popu- 
lar debate. Such a subject will ever be warped 
^d entangled with the mistakes and Bophietries 
of the wise and the unwise: and, by the natural 
affinities of the human mind, will be incorporated 
with all the partialities and passions of those 
who have entered with zeal into the discussion. 
To handle such a Gubject well is no easy task. 
Those who are acquainted with the genius 
of Paul's writings will scarcely doubt that every 
paragraph in the 7th chapter of the epistle to 
the Hebrews contains an answer to some popu- 
_ lar objection. The remark is equally appli- 
cable to several other parts of the epistle. It 
is a notorious principle of this man's logical 
discussions, not always to state the error which 
he refutes. But we may, in many instances at 
least, ascertain the sophistries which were float- 
ing through -society, from the answers which he 
has given them. Thus, when we 6nd him 
arguing so strenuously that the law had only a 
shadow of good things to come, that it was 
impossible the blood of bulls and of goats 
should take away sin, that perfection could not 
be by the Levitical priesthood' ; — we may be sure 
that the Jews had urged that they were already 
possessed of an atonement, prescribed in their 
law, and had a divine order of priests tp make 
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that atonement. When we hear him alleging 
the oath of God, that Jesus should be a priest^ 
and after the order of Mehhisedec, not of Aaron 
— who will doubt that the Jews had pleaded, 
that Jesus could not be a priest, because not of 
Aarori's family. ' In fine, when we consider hid 
laboured and artful introduction, and the minute- 
ness of his argument, we feel sure that this 
subject was juir«p)M]vtu7ov, hard to be explained, to 
the satisfaction of Israelites. 

" As in water face answereth to face, so the 
heart of man to man ;" and so the different 
aspects of afiairs in human society. Almost 
every reader will be able to recollect some sub- 
ject, which he has seen invade and agitate the 
public mind. Men and women, old and young, 
enter the lists of argument with equal ardour : 
the whole community converted in a day, into 
litigious disputants. After the subject has been 
puzzled and confounded out of all intelhgibitity ; 
when what was clear has become obscure, what 
was certain, dubious; when fact and fiction, 
when sophism and argument, are at a dead 
match ; and nought remains to the litigants, 
save their original zeal, and growing animosity ; 
then, perhaps, he may have seen a wise man 
come forward to settle the debate. But, what 
a mortifying task I How was he to prove, what 
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ought to be conceded 1 How many trifles, light 
as air, must he honour with a formal refuta- 
tion ? and how oflen must he meet the same 
sophism, dressed up in new habiliments, and 
insisting oo once more trying the fate of battle ? 
Let not those who stand aloof, pronounce that 
man tedious. Such precisely was Paul's caSe. 
Here closes the second part of our disserta- 
tion. Hie question is, nQ doubt, a Jewish one. 
To us, the apostle's argument is far from being 
80 interesting as it was to those for whom he 
wrote. It may be questioned, if one of a mil- 
lion of Christians now living, ever conceived 
any incongruity between our Lord's tribe and 
priesthood. In tbe genera] theme, however, 
our interest is not small. On the priesthood 
and atonement of Jesus rest all our hopes of 
life everlasting. Would Paul have so pleaded 
for a mtllity^ or a mere figure of speech ! 
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Wb have, at length arrived where the reader 
probably long since wished to find ns. We 
enter od the analysis of the vii. chapter of the 
epistle to the Hebrews. The nature of our dis- 
course forbids us to follow the apostle step by 
step, in the manner of a commentator. By bring- 
ing together the different parts of his discourse, 
under the different heads to which they belong, 
we hope to give perspicuity and distinctness 
to each of them. We hold ourselves bound to 
give every phrase, and word, quoted, (and 
every phrase, and word, essential to the argu- 
ment shall be quoted) the precise meaning 
which it bears ia the Apostle's discourse. And 
then such of our readers as choose to incur the 
trouble may apply our interpretations to the 
subjects as they lie in the sacred text. Should 
we succeed, we will have furnished a real com- 
mentary. — The following are our topics: 

I. Melchisedec's person. 

II. His royalty and kingdom, so far as they 
'were typical. 

III. The extraordinary terms in which the 
apostle speaks of him : viz, " without father," &c. 

IV. The duration of his prieshood. 
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. V. Its dignity. 

VI. A cornparison of the typical priesthood 
of Metchisedec, with the antitypical priesthood 
of Jesus. 

I. Who was Melchisedec ? 

Led away by the mere sound of words, Com- 
mentators have formed the most extravagant 
ideas of this personage. To mention and refute 
their hypotheses will gratify curiosity ; it will, 
besides, expose the danger of mysticism in inter- 
preting the scriptures. The utmost brevity 
shall be studied, 

1. Some will have Melchisedec to be an Angel, 
But this is absurd. 1. Because the scrip- 
tures never ascribe the priestly office to an 
angel. 2. Because they leach that every priest 
is taken from among men. 3. Because, were 
he an angel, it would be mere trifling to tell us 
he was without mother j false to assert he was 
without beginning of days ; useless to inform us 
he was without end of life ; and absolute imper- 
tinence to assure us that his genealogy was not 
reckoned from the priests of Levi. 

2. Some say he is the Holy Ghost. 

But this is still more intolerable. 1. Because 
the Holy .Ghost is never represented as a 
priest: and his office, in the economy of re- 
demption, looks toward men, whom he sancti- 
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nes ; whereas, the priest's office looks towards 
God, to whom atonement and intercession are 
made. 2. Because he is never exhibited as a 
type of Christ. 3. Because, granting the hy- 
pothesis, we would then hare two eqtial priests : 
and yet one of them would have no offering, 
and of course coutd make no intercession, not 
being qualified to enter into the holy place with 
blood. 4. It would be worse than nonsense 
to tell us the Holy Ghost is without father or 
mother^ ajtd does not reckon his genealogy from 
the Aaronic priests. 

3. Some insist that he is none other than the 
Son of God himself, who assuming the appear- 
once, or reality, of humanity, exhibited to Abra- 
ham an early picture of his future priesthood. 

This is all over contemptible. — 1. Because 
every high priest is taken from among men ; the 
appearance of humanity is not enough.— 2. Be- 
cause, if he was at that time a priest, and dis- , 
charged the duties of his office, be must have 
'' suffered often," (twice) " from- the beginning 
of the world ;" and not *' by the once offering up 
of himself, have for ever perfected them who 
are sanctified:" then, moreover, Abraham would 
have received the promised blessing, contrary 
to the scriptures : and, in fine, the appearance 
of the Son of God, as the Son of Mary, was 
superfluous. If, to avoid those absurdities, it 
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be alleged that though he appeared as a priest, 
he did Dot discbarge the duties of his office : 
then, JQ the first place, he is degraded into a . 
mere pageant, an officer without fiinctions : and, 
in the second place, be is stripped of all typical 
character j for the priest who neither sacrifices^ 
nor intercedes^ can never be a type of one who 
does hoth. — 3. Because, if Melchisedec was the 
Son of God, whether in real humanity, or only 
in its appearance, he must have been a type 
of himself; the ideas of identity and similarity 
are confounded; and Paul, instead of saying,. 
a9uiJ.Diu|uviE itfi ii(^ Tx «ii, that he was " made like to 
the Son of God," should have said, <m o ii<^ % <fts, 
that he was the Son of God.-^. Because it 
would be unworthy the manly sense of Paul, to 
say nothing of inspiration, to labour through a 
long dissertation to prove a mere truism, which 
it would disgrace an idiot to utter, and insult a 
child to oiTer for information ; namely, that 
Messiah's priesthood was very like itself. — 6. 
Because it would be extremely irreverent to 
suppose that the adorable God hfled up his 
hand and swore, that his Son's priesthood should 
be like his Soil's priesthood. An indentical 
proposition does not require such a solemn 
confirmation. But enough : proof is complete 
when absurdity is exposed. 
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Melchisedec was a man. 

This follows from what has been said. But, 
if the reader should prefer direct evidence, to 
an inference from negative propositions, it is 
an easy matter to gratify him. For, 

1. The historical evidence is complete. We 
have the same evidence to believe that Mel- 

. chisedec was a man, as that Abraham and the 
king of Sodom were men. By what plea is 
such evidence to be set aside ? 

2. His priesthood proves his humanity. For 
if, as the apostle says, Heb. v. 1., every high 
priest be taken from among men, this high priest 
must be a man. 

3. As all the other personal types of Messiah 
were men, so must this personal type. And, in- 
deed, it is altogether inconceivable, how a being, 
not possessed of human nature, should be a 
type of priest Messiah, in human nature. 

4. The apostle's argument requires, on many 
accounts, that Melchisedec should be a man : 
for instance, if he were not a man, but the Son 
of God, the Holy Ghost, or an angel, (for other 
supposition is inconceivable,) why should Paul 
call his brethren to behold and admire bis supe- 
riority over Abraham ? 

But, perhaps, too much, on so very plain a 
subject. No reader, not far gope 'in criticism, 
ever did imagine, from the scriptural account of 
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him, that Melchisedec was any thing else than 
a man. Some phrases in the 7th chapter of the 
epistle to the Hehrewa, owing, in reality, to an 
imperfect translation, may puzzle a common 
reader. Of these he will say, " Si non via intel- 
hgi nolo ego intelligere," if you will not be un- 
derstood, I shall not underetand you. But still 
he will adhere to it, that Melchisedec was a 
human being. Let what will be dark, this ifi 
clear. It is reserved for the affected' ingenuity 
of spurious criticism, to affix a random meaning 
to obscure phrases, and -then to make the plain- 
est language forego its sense in favour of the 
hypothesis. Pranks of this kind, not a few, 
have been played on the subject under consi- 
deration. Hence, the labour of interpretation 
has been increased on our hands. Be this the 
apology of minuteness. 

One more enquiry on this head remains. 
What particular man was Melchisedec ? Enoch 
— Sham — Ham — Canaan — a Canaanitish 
fffince — a descendant of Japhet — Job ? Each 
of these conjectures has had its advcM^ates, not 
one of them has a particle of evidence, and it 
would be a waste of time and toil, to sit down 
to weigh the respective merits of unsupported 
conjectures. The fact is, we do not know, and 
we do not care, who be was." 
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11. Of his royalty and kingdom. 
Heb. vii. 

L ■ e'Sj "££' I '■ ■' *■»' 'l-" Melchisedec, 
. 1 ., 1 o' king of Salem, priest of tbe 

/sUxius <S.xa,»<rvK. '"S,^ interpretation, fting-o/ 
!*«.« 3. .a. ^a<r.x^£ ' '^^A'f^Ksne*; ; aid after that, 

e,f^r jAiTig-o/ peace." 

We have here a Greek translation of the 
name of Melchisedec, and of the name of the 
city where he reigned ; both, therefore, are 
brought into the typical group. 

In the Hebrew tongue -1*70, Melech, signifies 
king^ and six, Zedek, righteousness : and the 
name pnji-rnpo, Melchisedec, signifies king of 
righteousness, or righteous king. If the charac- 
> ter of this prince corresponded with his name, 
(which is to be supposed,) his government must 
have been distinguished by righteousness. And 
thus he is, both in name and conduct, a noble 
similitude of that king, whom God ordained to 
reign in righteousness over Ziob. Whether 
his name ^as 6ivrKw;m, or immediately imposed 
by God ; or whether, under the 'direction of 
Providenpe, it was given him by his parents in 
hope that his conduct would resdise the title ; 
or by his subjects, or the neighbouring nations, 
as an honorary reward for his political justice, 
we know not. Be these things as they may, the 
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apostle, by interpreting the name, has taught us 
that it is typical. And yet we do not assert 
that the royalty and righteousness of this man, 
separately viewed, constituted him a type of 
Messiah ; but .viewed in connection with his, ' 
priesthood, ihey did. A righteous king-priest 
was an illustrious type of Messiah. 

This man was abo dVb'-i'jd. Melech-Salero, 
king of peace. It may be questioned whether 
this was not, like the former, a name of the 
man : in which view he would be called Me- 
lechsalem, from his pacific policy ; as he was 
called Melchisedec for his righteous adminis- 
stratioQ. The general opinion however is that 
dwy Salem, was the name of his city : and the 
opinion has this much in its favour, that Da- 
vid uses Melchisedec as the name of the man, 
and not Melechsalem. Be it then the name of 
his city : for nothing can be gained by farther 
' criticism. This name in the Hebrew language 
signifies peace, and the apostle's translating it, 
proves it typical. We ventured to presume that 
Melchisedec's con(iwc( corresponded^ with his 
jutme : may we not also risk a conjecture that 
the condition of Salem corresponded with its 
name. The language would then correspond 
with the/ac/5, and both would be typical. Mel- 
chisedec a righteous king, reigning over Salem^ 
B, peaceful city, and being at the same time Prieat 
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of the Most High God, was an excellent type 
of that High Priest, who reigns in righteous- 
ness, over the peaceful city of our God. 

But whatever may have been the conduct of 
Melchisedec, or condition of his city ; the aeso- 
ciation of the two titles belongs to the essence 
of the type. They are the twO eyes of the pic- 
ture, concentrating their vision on the same 
object. A righteous king and a peaceful city t 
in the type, and_ in the antitype. This is that 
natural connection between cause and efiect, 
which the Creator has established in the con- 
stitution of human things : the natural connection 
between virtue and. happiness, which it is the 
business of his moral government to maintain. 
Truth,however,extorts the reluctant concession, 
and it issues from the lips in a sigh drawn deep 
from the bottom of the heart, that the most 
righteous govemoi', and peaceably inclined 
community, may, through the violence of for- 
eign aggression, be compelled to unsheath the 
defensive sword. Still political justice extin- 
guishes half the causes of war, by forbearing 
those injuries which provoke I'etaliation. Whe- 
ther it be considered as the natural tendency of 
things, or be rather viewed as the earthly retri- 
bution which God, for, the encouragemeilt of 
virtue, grants to righteousness in ttie present- 
7 
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world, the fact is certain, and the decree dmne, 
"That the work of righteousness shall be peace, 
and the effect of righteousness quietness and 
assurance for ever." It is a truth which no 
squeamish delicacy may modify, no sinister mo- 
tive repress, that the permanency of warlike 
character in a nation, rarely, if ever, results 
from the infelicity of its situation ; but from its 
injustice. And they b^ve their reward. Let 
them drink down their cup of .blood and tears, 
poisoned with deadly guilt : this is but the be- 
ginning^ of their sorrows. 

III. Of the extraordinary terms in which the 
apostle speaks of Melchisedec : viz., without 
father, ^c. 

The terms alluded to are, indeed, but few. 
And the difficulty in ascertaining their mean- 
ing has arisen entirely from considering them 
detacbedly from the drifi of the apostle's argu- 
ment, and from synonymous phrases which fix 
their signification beyond all reasonable ques- 
tion. Paul's design is to prove that as Melchi- 
sedec, who was constituted the pattern of priest 
Messiah, was wholly distinct from the priests of 
Aaron's family, so of consequence must Jesus 
be. In effecting this design, he proves, first, that 
Melchisedec was in reality a priest : Up$vs Is ifss 
ii4.ifa, priest of the Most High God. No argu- 
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meat agaioBt the reality of his priesthood couU 
be voitured wiiliout contradicting both Moses 
and David. The next poiat, is to prove that 
thia priest had nothing to do with the Jeviefa 
order of priest. This fact certainly was plain 
eoough : yet the apostle states it, repeats it 
again and again, and expresses it in all posnble 
variety of phrase ; obviously with np other view 
than to keep it so long-before the ey^ of the 
Jews, that they should be compelled to admittbat 
there was, and must be, a priesthood different 
from the Jewish priesthood. If that fact was 
onee believed, the. rest of his argument would 
give him little trouble. In the following passage 
he express^ the fact in terms as simple end 
plain as mortal man ^ould U9e. Heb.vii. 11, 15. 
" If, therefore, perfection were by the Levitical 
priesthood, (for under it the people received the 
law,) wha't further need was there that another 
priest ^ould arise aller the order of Melchiee- 
dec, and not be called after the order of Aaron ? 
For the priesthood beii^, changed, there is made 
of necessity a change also of the law. 'For he 
of whom these things are spoken, pertaineth to 
another tribe> ofwbich no man gave attendance 
at the altar. For it is evident that our Lord 
sprang out of Judah, of which tribe Moses 
spake nothing concemmg priesthood. And it is 
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yet far more evideHt, for that after the similitude 
of MelchiBedec there arisetb another 'priest.** 
Neva was language more perspicuous aud defi- 
Dite. There was a priest, Melchisedec, totally 
distinct from the Aaronic priest — It was fore- 
told that Messiah should arise after the order 
<rf that priest, and not after the order of Aaron 
—That he should be of the tribe of Judah, of 
coDsequeoce not a Levitical priest — And there- 
fore perfection was not by the .Levitical priest- 
hood, &c. &c., and as the priesthood was 
changed, so also must be the law. 

Of so much coBsequence is the fact of Mel- 
chisedec^s distinct priesthood : and in such plain 
terms does the apostle state it, and argue from 
it. Yet in another part of his discourse he states 
this self -same fact, in terms, which have created 
amazing confusion of ideas, and subjected his 
whole discourse to the imputation of mystery 
and darkness, with what justice, it may be pre- 
mature to say : the sequel perhaps may deter- 
mine. The passage is as follows. 
Heb. vii. 3. 
" Without father, without 
mother, without descent, 
(genealogy,) having neitber 
beginning of days nor end 
of life." 
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I, In interpreting these i^rases some hare 
iraagioed, tbat the apostle intended to deny that 
M^hisedec had any huhan dbbcbnt. The «x- 
presaioQs a*arug, without &ther ; ofj^ruf, without 
mother ; nyewaXoyiiftc, without descent ; ^ii a^^yn 
i0upM, fj»i7B ^vrie Tix«c rx.'^, having neither heginning 
of days nor end of hfe ; have been supposed to 
import tbat Melchisedec had neither Father, nor 
Mother; nor birth, nor death: in plain terms, 
tbat he was not a human being ; but, (the only 
remaining suppositions) an angel, the Holy 
Ghost,_OT the Son of God. These conjectures 
have been weighed in the balance : and Tekei 
is their indelible btaod. 

H. Some have thought that Paul simply de^ 
nies to Melchisedec priestly succbssion. — It is 
true, that Melchisedec had neither predecessor; 
Dor mceessory in his priesthood ; whereas, the 
Jewi^ priesthood had a saccessioD of priests : 
it is also true, that this circumstance did consti- 
tute him, in preference to any Jewish priest, a 
type of Messiah, ch. vii. 23, 34. But it is just as 
true, that the apostle makes no allusion in the 
third verse, to that fact. ' Try the idea, and see 
how far it will go. Melchisedec was without 
predecessor or successor. It is a most natural 
and common figure, to call predecessors in office 
OKU fathers : let it be then, that Melchisedec was 
7* 
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mw'iug, without father, that is, without a predecei>' 
sor in his priesthood. Bat what shall we do with 
afkt)7wf; without mother t Was she intended for 
his successor, or for another predecessor, ia the 
priesthood ? If she could neither be his prede* 
cessor, nor bis BucceB8or,-why was her name in- 
troduced ? This blows up the whole hypothesis. 
However, let us go to the other phrases : ml* 
«fX^ ^e^t wi' i<-»is l'>j>« ^w. having neither be- 
ginaingof days nor end of life, must, according 
to the hypothesis, mean that his priesthood bad 
neither beginning nor end. A strange human 
priesthood, a strange type ! But the fact is, his 
priesthood had bbth a beginning and' an end: 
and we must not so interpret the apostle as to 
piake him assert a most unfeasible falsehood, 
3. A third hypothesis is this, namely, a nega- 
tion of hubian genbalooy. As tiiis seems at first 
sight to have some features of verisimilitude, let 
us examine it a little. From its derivation, and 
use, ■yeveaXoym, genealogy, means a register of a 
man's descent : fneaXo^v, is of course a man 
whose name is entered in some genealogical 
register : and aynwO'jrpin^ is a man whose name is 
not entered in any such >^g)ster. Now,saysome, 
Melchisedec is a/ntaT^D/nTsf, without gehealogy* 
because we do not hnd his name in the genea- 
logical registers of the Bible : the scriptures are 
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silent as to his father^s name, his mother's name, 
hia birth and his death. And this silence of, 
scripUire constitutes him a type of Christ. 
Neither will this do. For : 

1. It erects a mere negation, a blank, a 
nothing, into a type. This is so entirely a type 
that it is nothing disc. All the other types hare 
an individual essence, and answered important 
purposes in their respective ages, besides their 
typical reference. But here is a type, which is 
nothing but a type. In the whole range of 
types, is there such another? 

3. But the grand objection is that admitting 
the hypothesis, the type and 'antitype clash and 
contradict each other in every point and parti- 
cular : Melchis.edec, the type,' is without gene- 
alogy; his father and mother, his birth and his 
death, are all tmknoum. ■ Jesus, the antitype has 
a genealogy, Matthew gives us his genealogy in 
one line of ancestry, Luke in another : a double 
genealogy. He is therefore not without gene- 
alogy. He is not o"f«MrtJf, without father, nor 
aft^ug, without mother, on record. If you en- ■ 
quire of his race, he vms of the seed of Abra- 
ham, of the tribe of Judah, of the family of 
David ; God was his father in heaven, and Joseph 
bore a father's name, an^ discharged'a father's 
duty, among men ; and as to his mother, she is 
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known over all Christendom to have beea Mary. 
Moreover, his " begioBing of days" and "end of 
life," or his birth and death, are recorded with a 
circumstantial precision almost as extraordinary 
as their importance. Here is no type, no simil' 
itude whatever, but visible and tangiUe contrast 
all over. 

But tbe^ is yet something more extraordinary 
still. Assuming, what never can be proved, that 
the silence of the scripture? respecting the pa- 
rentage, birth and death of Melcbisedec, that is 
that a mere blank, can constitute, a type: the 
difficulty is to find the analogous particulars in 
Messiah. The argument of the foregoing para- 
graph ^ems to indicate that' the task will not 
be an easy one. I* has however been attempted. ' 
And an hypothesis, so out of the c<»nmoa track 
of thought, has been found out, that its very 
extravagance seems to astonish us into belief. 
Itis this. That-as Melchisedec is.without/a^^, 
mother, birth or death, recorded in scripture, so 
Jesus is really without father 09 man, and with- 
out mother, birth, or deaik, as God. It is per- 
fectly understood that the shadow of disrespect 
to the great names, which have lent their sanc- 
tion to this interpretatitm, would be highly 
indecorous, and equally fatal to the presumpticoi 
which sbotdd offer it. And, verily no disreap^t 
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is felt, or intended, towards meo, whoin genius, 
piety, and public Bervices hare consecrated to 
the admiration and lore of the Christian com- 
monwealth. But truth has prior claims : and it 
is no disrespect to any one to withhold assent 
where evidence is not forniahed. We -therefore 
must refuse credence to this singular hypothesis. 

1. Because, as the human genealogy of our 
Lord is sufficiently recorded, the word ayevrnXtfyitoe, 
without genealogy, must relSte to his divinity : 
and then the apostle's language amounts to, 
neither more nor less, than, that genealogical 
records are not kept-in heaven, if this sentiment 
should appear improper to the reader, let hira 
reflect that the impropriety ties wholly in the 
idea, and hot in any misjudged and indecorous 
queerness of expression, which on so solemn a 
subject would he Jess indecent than criminal. 
On earth our Lord ?utd a genealogy ; if he was 
without genealogy, it must be above. I cannot 
believe this to be an inspired idea. And the 
next is like it. For: , ' ■' 

2. The idea of God's being without a mother, 
is not like that weight of wisdom, which drops 
from inspired lips. It is a truth, but surely not 
one worth the telling; not so dark in the days 
of David and Paul, as to need being prefigured 
by types, or illuminated by dissertation. 
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After all, if both the above extrennely awk- 
ward expressions, io tbe Bense giren to them, 
be put together, they amount to just this, thAt 
Messiah is God. This indeed was a doctrine 
which Faul'laboored to establish: and mark 
. what mighty weapons he wields in that warfare. 
It is the perfections of the deity which Jesus 
displays — it is his creation of tbe uciTerse— ^-his 
gOTemment, and final disposition of tbe uaiTerse 
— his superiority over all creatures — and the 
lofty terms, inapplicable to a creature, in which 
his father speaks of him — these, and such as 
these, are the apostle's arguments for the Dnty 
of his Lord. And who can beheve, that from 
this elevation, worthy of an inspired man, and 
worthy of such a theme, he would stoop down 
to the miserable puniness of telling the church 
that ber Saviour, the Son of God, had as Crod, 
no mother ; bad oo genealogical register in the 
Archives of heaven ! 

3. I object to the interpretation, because it 
does not treat the type and antitype on the mm^ 
^'ncip/c of illustration. The apostle speaks of 
a genealogy, parentage, birth and death which a 
priest mighi have ; and denies that Melehisedec 
bad them. Tbe interpretation speaks of a gene- 
alogy and parentage, with respect to Jesus, 
which were impossible. Now the true, and only 
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true, priooiple of interpretatioa is to deny the 
very sahb genealogy, parentage, birth and death 
to both Christ and Melchisedec. But to change 
the terruB, and deny one species of pareatage and 
genealogy to the one, and o d^erent species of 
genealogy and parentage to the other, is to get 
rid of the very idea of a type. 

It is what logicians call an argument " on all 
fours;" orasyllogisiQwithf<Hir terms: as if one 
should say, John has money, and Thomas has 
wisdom : therefore — nothing. Melchisedec has 
DO register of bis parentage, birth and death, Mes- 
siah has no parenlage,hirth or deaih : therefore — 
nothing. You cannot infer from the premises 
■wJiether they are like, or unlike each other; 
whether they are deferent persons, or the same 



It is somewhat worthy of observation into 
what a vortex one wrong idea will hurl the 
greatest minds. Some after affirming that it is 
the silence of the scriptures respecting the gene- 
alogy of Melchisedec, which constitutes him a 
type of Messiah ; proceed the next moment to 
tell as who he was, and who was his father ; and 
frequently pitch upon men, whose genealogy can 
be traced to Adam. There are not wanting 
others to rebuke their audacious attempt : and 
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to remind them, that to seek after the purposelr 
concealed genealogy of this man, is nothing less 
tbaa an effort to defeat the divine wisdom, to 
contradict the divine Spirit, and to destroy a 
glorious type of Messiah ! Let all this zeal cool 
down. For should the autpgraph of Melchi- 
sedec's genealogical register be produced ; or 
should an angel descend and certify us of hia 
father and mother ; and of the year, month, day 
and hour, on which he was born ,* aud of those, 
on which he died ; it would not affect a single 
point in bis typical character, nor discredit a 
single scriptural expression respecting him. It 
would in fact be the best possible commentary 
on Paul's language ; it would verify the whole 
of his argument : for it would prove th^t Mel- 
chisedec was not an Aaronic priest — had no 
genealogy among those priests — which is the 
very fact the apostle asserts. For — 

LEVITICAL GENEALOGY 

Is what the apostle denies to Melchisedec; and 
of consequence Levitical priesthood. The very 
'same genealogy he denies to Jesus; verses 13, 
14, — and with it Levitical priesthood, chap. viii. 
4v And this was one point of similitude between 
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them, that both were priests, and neither of ^ 
them an Aaronic priest. But to proceed with 
the analysis. 

It is cuBtomarf vrith the inspired writers, 
when they introduce a difficulty, to leave a key 
appended to the lock : it is scarcely .less custo- 
mary for their interpreters to neglect that key, ' 
and to go to the laboratories of learning and cri- 
ticism, to have one forged ; which, (when they 
have got it,) grates in the lock and discomposes 
its wards, but never will open it. The apostle 
has lefl; his own key to this passage ; if indeed, 
which I very much doubt, he considered it as 
containing a difficulty. What we need as a 
key, and therefore may call it by that name, is 

found in the 6. verse, I St i^n yBvta>.iiy3fi.s<ii eg nuruv, 

** he whose genealogy is not reckoned from 
them ; viz., the sons of Levi who received the 
office of priesthood. This then is the whole 
matter, a negation of Levitical genealogy. Mel- 
cbisedec, says Paul, is ayt^ca-Knyrfrat, without gene- 
alogy : — that is, (*fl y<vfaX»j-»fityoe e| hutwv, without 
Levitical genealogy. 

. But what shall we do with nTRT^f, ofwjrwf, fniri 
«fX^ ^f^i ("I's 1*^ ">^«s %uv. « Without father, 
without mother, without beginning of days or 
end of life?" I answer, this is nothing else 
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than a circumstantial verbal description of a 

Levitical graealogical register. 

The following diagram may serve to convey 
an idea of such register. 



NAME. FATHBK'a NAIir MOTHEb'b NAMB. 


BIRTH. DEATH. 


M. C. ■ D. 


P. E. 



that is, M — ; Son of C— , and D— ; bora P— ; 
died E— 

Turn over all the genealogical roisters of 
Levi, and you will not find Melcbiaedec's name, 
eyti,it!iK»yi\ri,t, be is, ** without genealogy : nor bis 
fatber*8 name, be is umarug, " without fetber :" 
nor bis mother's name, fae is n^umi;, " without 
mother :" and both the column containing tiie 
register of births, and that containing the re- 
gister of deaths, are empty ; ii-iiti agxiri inuguv, ixvi 
^ww TsXoe sx"*" " having neither beginning of days 
nor end of life ;" neither his birth, nor death 
are recorded in those registers. If I be not 
egregiously mistaken, the above interpretation 
carries evidence along with it, which will com- 
mend itself to the candid mind. Lest however 
it should be considered as only one of the many 
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faaeies, which t^ave been broached on this pat> 
Bage, 8 few remarki shall be made on each of 
the foregoing particulars. 

It is t^ no meane insinuated, or sapposed^ 
that the diagram suhmitted to the reader is any- 
thing like a facsimile of a Levitical goiealo- 
gical register. But it shall be proved that every 
one of the above particulars did enter into those 
registers, in whatever particular form they raay 
have been kept: it shall also be proved that no 
man, in any case whatever, could be admitted 
to the priesthood, without producing his gene- 
alogical register. And from these fects any 
one can infer, that to assert a man had no Levi- 
tical genealogy, was the sEune thing as to assert 
he was not a Iievitical priest. 

1. A genealogical register, produced from the 
official records of the family of Levi, was the 
only evidence by which a man's right to officiate 
as a priest, could be established. A pregnant 
proof of this fact we have, Ezra ii. 61 — 63. "And 
of the children of the priests : the children of 
Habaiah, the children of Koz ; the children of 
Barzillai : which took a wife of the daughtere 
of Barzilhii, the Gileadite, and was called after 
their name ; these sought their register among 
those that were reckooed by geoealogy, but they 
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were not found; therefore, were.tbey as polluted 
put from tile priesthood. And the Tirshatha 
said unto them, that they should not eat of the 
most holy things till there stood up a priest 
with Urim and Thummim." 

This happened after a captivity of 70 years i 
and after the disorders and mischances anaT<»d< 
aMe in the deportation and return of the nati(Mit 
circumstances, which must hare proved &tal to 
many documents public and private. Yet under 
these circumstances, which made the case, what 
is called a hard case^ a genealogical register is 
exacted as the only admissible evidence of a right 
to the priesthood: and a failure taking place 
with regard to the production of that evidence, 
these men of acknowledged priestly descent, are 
"as pollnted put irom the priesthood:" and be- 
cause the Ugal evidence could not be produced, 
no human power could grant jedress ; and they 
must submit to the privation till a priest should 
arise with Urim and Tbnmmim, who might bring 
the case bef<»e the tribunal of the Supreme 
Judge. So much for the importance of gen^ 
' alogies, in a question respecting Leritical priest- 
hood. 

2. It remains to be proved that those gene- 
alogical registers contained precisely the items, 
which the apostle mentions. 
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1. The father^t name was esaeotial : for none 
but the son of a priest could, on any condition, 
be admitted to the priesthood. Exod. zxriii. 1. 
1 Cbroo. xxiv. 

2, The mother's name wa»equally essential: 
for the son of a priest by an improper mother 
was detruded from the priestly office,- Lev. xxi. 
13 — 15. "And he" (the high priest) "shall take 
a wife in her virginity. A widow, or a divorced 
woman, or profane, or an harlot, these shall he 
not take : but be shall take a virgin of his own 
people to wife. Neither shall he profane" (that ' 
is secularise, or reduce from the state of priest- 
ly consecration, to the rank of a common Israel- 
ite) " his seed among his people : for I the Lord 
do sanctify him," Ezek. xliv. 22. " Neither shall 
they" (the priests) '* take for their wives a wid- 
ow, or her that is put away ; but they shall take 
maidens of the seed of the bouse of Israel, or a 
widow that bad a prieit before." 

From which it appears that if a Jewish priest 
should marry, not an Israelitish virgin, nor 
Uie widow of a priest, but the widow of a com- 
mon Israelite, or a divorced woman, &c. the 
issue of sucb a marriage would be desecra- 
ted, or profaned among the people, and exclu- 
ded from Ae service and privileges of the 
ftltar. 

8* 

DigilidbtGoOglc 



90 PRIESTHOODS OF 

Of consequence the genealogical regi^er, 
which alone could establish a man's right to 
the priesthood, must contain both his father's 
name, and his mother's, that it might appear, 
that the former was a priest, and the latter 
such a woman as could, according to law, be 
the mother of a priest. 

3. The same register must contain the time 
of his birth "or his beginning of days," as 
Paul has it. For as the' priests entered on 
the discharge of their office at thirty years 
of age, and ceased from officiating at fifty, 
the date of their birth was necessary to fix 
both the commencement and termination of 
their service, Numb. iv. 1 — 3. 

4. It is not easy to assign any special 
cause for registering the death of priests, or, 
in Paul's words, their "end of life:" unless 
any one should suppose that it subserved regu- 
larity in filling vacancies. Yet there is no 
reason to doubt that such an ontry found a 
place in the Levitical records. For, in ad- 
dition to the common motives which incline 
all people to make the decease of friends a 
matter of record, it is worthy of remark, that 
in all the ancient genealogical registers, ante- 
diluvian, and postdiluvian, this item is con- 
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gtantly found. The reader is referred to the 
antediluvian genealogy from Adam to Noah, 
G^n. v., and to the postdiluvian genealogy 
from Shem to Abraham, Gen. si.* These 
ancient records no doubt furnished tha race 
of Abraham' with a copy for theirs, and though 
they might add to the items of the antique 
pattern, there is no reason to imagine that 
they detracted from them; for the motives 
to precision had growu upon their hands. 
And this, for the tenuity of the subject, may 



It is hoped that what has been offered will 
have evinced that the language of Paul,, in 
the .passage under consideratiooj is nothing 
else than a verbal description of a Levitical 
genealogical register: in which every object 
is made to pass slowly before the eye, for 
the puipose of fixing an indehble impressicm 
on the mind, of' a priesthood distinct from 
Aaron's, and' the type of Messiah's. In this 
view every phrase has its definite and ample 
meaning: a meaning compatible with good 



* In this genealogy the phrase, "and he died," 'm omitted. 
Bnt ita eKct is pnducedi by dating the DUTDbei of yeus each 
paUiudi Inred. 
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sense, corre^xHiding with the facts of ancieot 

luatory, and according with tiie scope of the 
itpostle'& argument: a meaning, moreover, 
illustrated and confirmed by other phrases of 
kindred and indisputable signification, in the 
discourse. 

Melchisdec^ says Paul, after whose simih- 
tude Jesus is constituted a priest by the oath 
of God, hag nothing to do with your Levit- 
ical priesthood. His priesthood could not be 
established by. your law : ((u /nraXoTxtuvoe tg avruv) 
he reckons not his genealogy from yoi^r priests. 
Search all the r^wrds of the tribe of Levi, 
Melchisedec (ay»faKayv«) is without genealogy' 
there. Search minutely: do you find his fa- 
ther's name? No: (taewrug) be is without 
father. Can you find his mother's name? 
No : (ofiiirBf) be is without mother. Have you 
fallen upon the record of his birth ? No, nor 
of his death : (junrt a^^ ^(«ftjv, («rs ^wis 'e^os 
r/w) he has neither beginning *of days nor 
Old of life recorded here. Very well, exclaims 
Paul, here you have a IViest of the Most 
High God, who has nothing to do with your 
Levitical prieBthood : a priest, after whose si- 
militude God has awoni to constitute the 
priesthood of bis son. The negation of Aa- 
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ronic priesthood, therefore, is no prejudice to 

the priesthood of Jesus: Nay, but it is ft 
confirmation of that priesthood. For you to 
expect that God should coostitute Messiah 
a priest after the order of Aaron, is to ex- 
pect that he should violate his oath ; and to 
deny that Messiah. is a priest, is to maintaia 
that God has violated bis oath. 

We have now weathered the Cape of Storms, 
or rather let us call it the Cape tf Good ifope, 
for henceforth our voyage will be safe, and 
perhaps we may return enriched with some of 
the treasures of the east. A single error in 
any first principle of an argument propagates 
apd reproduces itself through the whole train 
of conclusions ; and these new errcH^, leading 
still to further errors, will be in number and 
magnitude directly proportioned to the logical 
accuracy of the understanding employed in 
the dJsciisflioQ. On the other hand, the detec- 
' tion of the prime error leads to an easy refo- 
' tation of all its consequ^ices. That task in 
relation to the present discourse is now accom- 
plished. But to proceed. 



:=inGooglc 



M TUMBtBOOOe w 

IV. Of the duratioD of Melchiaedee's piieat- 
bood. 

The following passages relate to this sub- 
ject. 

Chap. vii. 

3. "But made like unto 
the Son of God, aUdeih a 
priest continually.^ 

8. "And here men that 
die receive tithes ; but there 
he receiv^h them of whom 
it is witnessed that he iiv' 
eth.'' 

15. " And it is yet far 
more evident, for that after 
the similitude of Metchiae- 
dec there ariseth another 
priest." 

16. "Who is made not 
aflcr the I&w of a carnal 
commandment, but after the 
power of an endless life^ 

17. "For he testifieth 
thou art a priest forever 
after the order of Melchise- 
dec." 



3 opufMiuiunf Ss.lif^ 

tit la Siijvixse. 

8 uu uSs fifv StaiTas 
tKoByriexnlss avipMU 



16 xai €tp«tt}ff>v (7> 
xalaSriKav eaiv, u xara 

6ix anjalai is^tvs He- 

16 «£ t Mtrn wfMv 
nlakiis iapax% ytyatn 
oXXa Tm*a, JuvofUv 

17 Maflufii ya{, S\\ 
~iru bpauc (It In aius 
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28xmSfUv «Xn«Hg 


23. ** And they truly were 


fjtft -yeyiwlst Isfwe, Sia 


many priests, because they 


% 4avaT^ ^XuMdai 


were not suflfered to con- 




tinue by reason of death." 


24 i ie Sia ra (Uvtiv 


24, "But this man bo- 


auTov !« Tov oiuvn, 


cause he continueth ever 


avafo/Siinv ivsi ffiv 




tef wtfuwjv : 


bood.^' 



When the iheaniDg of one word is fixed, the 
passages cited above will be perfectly perspi- 
cuous. In the ex. psalm God is represented 
as declaring with an oath that bis Son should 
be a priest, dSixS, which Paul translates tK rs* 
(uwva, or as it is in our common version ** For- 
ever." But it is well known, that neither the 
Hebrew, nor the Greek term, uniformly signify 
duration strictly eterclal ; but frequently defined 
portions of duration. Two or three appro- 
priate quotations will place . the meaning of 
these words in tt)e clearest light, according to 
their application in the ex. psalm, and in the 
passages cited from the vii. chapter of the epis- 
tie to the Hebrews. 

Exod. xii. 17. '* And ye shall observe the 
feast of unleavened bread : for in this self-same 
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day have I brought yoar armies out of the lapd 
of Egypt : therefore shall you observe this day 
in your generations by zfrt? npn, vtiuiuai wunov,* — 
an ordinance forever." That is by an ordi- 
' nance continuing during the dispensation estab- 
lished by the Horeb covenant. 

Exod. xl. 15. " And tbou shalt anoint 
them," (the sons of Aaron)"as thou didst anoint 
their father, that they may minister unto me 
in the priest's office, for their anointing shall 
surely be — dW nana'?, xfirffu^— i'j«Tsins «« 7ot muna* — 
an everlasting pnestltood throughout their gene- 
rations." That is, a priesthood throughout 
that dispensation. 

I. Chron. xxiii. 13. *' And Aaron vras sepa- 
rated, that he should sanctify the most holy 
thinga, he and his sons — DSumif — ^us it\iMos*—/or 
ever, to bum incense before the Lord, to minis- 
ter unto him, and to bless his, name a'Ttirvz—ii^ 
BicovoE*— j^oj-efer." 

Now comparing these citations with the 
ex. psalm, and the vii. chapter of the epwtle 
to the Hebrews, we collect th&t Melchisedec's, 
Aaron's and Messiah's priesthoods were thvH 

■ Septu»gint 
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— ue rat euumt — everlasting priesthoods : that is, 
priesthoods continuing throughout their dispen- 
sations respectively ; though these dispensations 
were of very unequal duration. Of the truth 
of this representation there can be no doubt 
whatever : indeed it is impossible that it should 
be false, because it resolves itself into two 
matters of fact. The Jirst fact, is that Mel- 
chisedec, Aaron, and Messiah, had each a 
priesthood ihih, at rm aium, for ever : of this the 
language of thedivine Spirit is the evidence. 
The second fact, is that these priesthoods were 
of very unequal length : Melchisedec's lasting 
only during his own life ; Aaron's lasting"" dur- 
ing the Horeb covenant, say from his con- 
secration at Mount Sinai till the burning of 
the temple at Jerusalem by Vespasian; but 
Christ's lasting from his incarnation to eternity. 
■ Now whenever terms expressive of duration, 
are applied to the offices or- official functions 
of these priests, such terms must be under- 
stood relatively to their respective dispensa- 
tions. With this idea in view, let us proceed 
to compare the synonymous e}rpressious on this 
subject 



9 
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1. 

X. 1. The Jewish priests \ 
oflfered up sacrifices year by-> ns n Sifi^aue. 
year continually. * 

Tii. 3. Melchisedec abideth ) 
a pnest conhnualiif. ) 

That is the priesthood and ministration of 
Melchisedec continued throughout his dispen- 
sation, and the priesthood and ministrations 
of the Levitical priests continued rtiroughout 
their dispensation. But who would infer that 
their dispensations are of equal duration. 



2. 
vii. 16. Jesus was not 
made a priest " q/i«r the law 
of a carnal 'commandment 



— viz., the law of the Jewish **" ""^ W"- 
'priesthood. J 

Tii. 23. The Jewish priests 1 
were many, " because they I ^ m tximnt nuKvtt- 
were not suffered to continue f *" *«f«(«vn». 
by reason of death." J 
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Tii. 8. Among the Levites i 
"men that die," received ><wr«*>'nfi»>*««»*p«w'. 
tythea. J 

The law of the Jewish priesthood was 
similar to, and founded upon, the law of man's 
animal nature; or, in the apostle's language, 
it was "the law of a carnal commaQdmeDt." 
For as, by the law of man's animal nature, 
one generation dies, and is succeeded by ano- 
ther ; so, by the law of the Levitical priest- 
hood, the death of a priest made room for a 
successor. Hence under that law no priest 
was permitted to continue throughout the 
whole dispensation, " by reason of death :" 
being mortal men tbey died,- and transmitted 
their priesthood to successors. But Jesus iras 
not made a priest after the similitude of that 
law; for then, ofEciating only during a part 
of his dispensation, he must hare surrender^ 
ed up his priesthood into the hands of a suc- 
cessor. 



Tii.3.Melchisedec""abid- > 
eth a priest coDtinually. I >"■"'■'-"«"'""=»=• 
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vii. 8. It is testified <^ him ) , „ 

"thatheUveth." , Ji-Wi— <"?* 

vii. 17. After his Bimili- J 
tude Jesus is made a priest V ne rw tuum. 
** for ever." y 

vii. 16. And therefore he ) 
IS a priest "accordmg-to V ^^^^ r- % » 
tiie power of an raidless life." 5 

vii. 24. " But this priestY , , , 

-T -,, L .■ \ h o» oia re uimi auVov 

(Jesus) because he coDtmu- ) , o 

eth ever hath an uochange- „, ^„ ^ ,,^,^,. 
able priesthood." J 

In the foregoing class of quotations, PaxA 
was seen demonstrating the contrast between 
the priesthoods 0!* Jesus and "of Aaron. In 
the class now under review, we behold him 
drawing the parallel between Jesus's priest- 
hood and Melchisedec's. And the similitude, 
in the latter instance, is as marked and strik- 
ing, as the contrast is in the former. Melcbi- 
sedec was a priest Uv <-o4 aium) through a whole 
dispensation : according to the power (^uw 
otxaloXvi-i) of an endless life, that is, a life not 
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ending during the diepenBation. It is there- 
fore testified truly of him (i" |i) that he hveth 
to the end of his dispensation: and abideth 
a priest (w r* foim«s) continually throughout 
that dispeDsation. After the order, pattern, 
or similitude, was Jesus constituted a priest. 
And because he is a priest («e rw mum) for . 
a whole dispensation, he hath (a*apaj8a«v «iv 
ifp«ri;»iiv) an unchangeable, or intronsmiss^ie 
priesthood, one which will never descend to a 
successor. 

it is hoped that the subject has been placed 
in a clear and satisfactory view. A solici* 
tude, which may ' pei^aps be smiled on as 
finical, has been shown to place the phrases 
of kindred sense side by side; that they might 
interchangeably irradiate each other. And the . 
one, simple, meaning which they convey is 
the proof of the justness of our interpretation. 
The phrases which have suiTered much by crit- 
iciam are those, which respect Melchisedec; 
The phrases («« *« muvn) "for ever" — (jtein 
Upus eic « 5ntv*Mf) " atedeth a priest continually" 
— ((Mt^jiif«yii( iri ^u) M of whom it is witnessed 
that he liveth — (luuet Swmiuv ^ot|g axa/rdKuTi, as it re- 
spects Melchisedec) " according to the power 
of an -endless life." These phrases hare all 
9* 
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suffered, distortion from one hand oraDOther. 
Their true signification has been given above. 
But if any one Bhould yet doubt, let him try 
to give them any other sense whatever, which 
will not terminate in a direct falsehood. 

Was Melchieedec a living man when Paul 
-wrote his epistle to the Hebrews ? No. And 
I hope no man will display the folly of call- 
ing for Jhe evidence. Paul therefore could 
not mean by the pbraaes "according to the 
power of an endless life," and "of whom it 
is witnessed that he liveth," to assert that 
Melchisedec was a living man when he wrote, 
unless he meant to assert what was not true. 

Does he yet live and o^date as a ptiegi f 
If so, it must be in heaven : but it required 
better blood than ever Melchisedec shed, or 
than ever ran in his veins, to enter into the 
Holi/ f^ce in heaven, "there to appear in the 
presence of God few us." By the phrases, 
therefore, of being a " priest for ever" and 
of " abiding a priest continually," Paut could 
not have intended to assert so gross a false- 
hood, and one so contrary to the ar^tment 
of his epistle, and so injurious to tbe honour 
of his Lord, as that Melchisedec was ofiici- 
ating in the priest's office, at the throne of 
grace in the heavens. 
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Will it be said the scriptures are silent m 
to this man's death ; aad that, that is the same 
thing as to assert Uiat he liveth ? Strange ! 
Not to make taenlion of a man's death is the 
same thing as to aitness that be liveth ! But 
then remark the consequence ; for if the man 
be reaiiy dead, the witness is/alse. 

The simple fact is, the man was dead, and 
his priesthood had expired with him: but as 
he lived a priest Uirougbout a whole dispen- 
sation of grace, he was a type of Messiah, 
who is the sole priest in bis dispensation: 
whereas the Jewish priests dying and trans- 
mitting their office to aucceesors, were not 
such types of Messiah, who hath " an iotrans- 
aiissiUe priesdiood," as was Melchisedec. 

V. Of the d^oity of Melchisedec's priwt- 
hood. 

VII. 4. " Now c(Hi8ider how great this man 
was« unto whom even the patriarch Abraham 
gave the tenth part of the spoils." 5. "And 
verily they that are of the sons of Levi, who 
receive the office of the priesthood, have a 
commandment to take tythes of the people 
according to the law, that is of their breth- 



by Google 



104 FRIBSTBOODS OF 

ren, though they come out of the loins (^ 
Abraham." 6. " But he, whose descent is not 
counted from them, received tythps from Alwa- 
ham, and blessed him that had the promises." 
7. " And without ail contradiction the less ia 
blessed of the better." 8. "And here men 
that die receive tythes, but there he received 
them of whom it is witnessed that he Uveth." 
6, And, as I m^ •so- say, Levi also who re- 
ceiveth tythes, payed- tythes in Abraham." 
10. For he was yet in the loins of his father 
when Melchisedec met him." 

But who could be greater than Abraham, 
the iriend of God, bo celebrated for his faith, 
the father of the faithful, the root of God's 
church, and progenitor of M^siah? It was 
perhaps a desire of finding a man, whom they 
need not blush to own as superior to their 
father Abraham, that made the Jews pitch 
on Shem, for the Melchisedec of Moses and 
David. They were certainty too much elated 
with ideas of the dignity of the Ahrabamic 
race, and of the civil and religions institutions 
bestowed on it. Gratitude to God, ^ould 
have been combined with humility. But pride 
destroyed humility, and dethroned , gratitude-: 
Ute singularity, more than the value of their 
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religious institutioDS, gratified: of the latt«r 
they had formed a very erroneous estimate ; 
but ibis much they knew, that their rebgiou 
distinguished them from all other nations. It 
also happened to tbeni, as to all mankind, 
that the external apparatus and forms of their 
religion, as more visiUe to the carnal eye, 
and observable with greater ease dnd less 
sacrifice of passion, concentrated their zeal, 
more than the spiritual easeace of its princi- 
ples. H^tce they could tolerate a d^radation 
of their Messiah, sooner than a sentiment 
which deeined to tH^atbe disrespect to the 
external pomp and splendour of their typic^ 
system. The priesthood of Jesus, because it^ 
implied a deficiency, and want of merit, in 
the Levitical priesthood, was publicly disgust- 
ing. Oh this account Abraham, and Levi, 
must be let down to their proper level; that 
Messiah may ascend to his supereminent dig- 
nity. Melchisedec was superior to them both. 
There is no evidence that this man was 
either a more pious otan, or a mightier prince 
than Alvaham. But he was priest of the 
most high God; and in this official character 
was Abraham's superior. This is all the 
superiority Paul meant to ascribe to him, as 
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appears frtHn his eoBfining himself to the 
priestly actions of receiving tythes, and bless- 
ing JJvaham: "and without all controversy 
the less is blessed of the better," and the 
tn/enor pays tythes to the superior. But this 
was the severest stab he could give to the 
imaginary importance of the Levitical priest- 
hood. Had Mekhisedec reigned over half 
the globe, or had he excelled Moses in reve- 
lations and miracles, his superiority ' in these 
respects would have been noticing to the pur^ 
pose : B Jew might admit the whole, and after 
alt stickle for the supremacy of his priesthood. 
But when Melchisoiec, in the character of a 
priest, is exhibited as superior to Abraham 
even after he bad received the covenant charter 
of his race's dignity; the Jewish priesthood 
sinks, not only beneath that of Messiah, but 
bepeath that of Melcbisedec : so far from 
' bearing a competition with the real priesthood, 
it is not even tfie first of types. 

We may conceive the apostlb conTe3ring 
the amount of his argument to his country- 
men, in terms such as these: While, from 
an overweening valuation of your priesthood, 
you are ready to reject the priesthood of Jesus, 
do you imagine that yours is the only, or 
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evea the noble$i [vieBthood, that ever existed 
among men. Look back to the origin of your 
nation, and there you will find your father 
Abraham, after he bad received the eovenanU 
which is the source and sum of all your na- 
tional glcwy, paying lythes to Melchisedec, a 
priest of the Moat High God, and receiving 
Us bles$ing. And as he was at that time 
your covenant head and representative, his act 
was jfotirs, and his inferiority your inferiority. 
And therefore to Bpeak plainly («« s-">s nniv) your 
whole nation, and among the rest the tribe 
of Levi, who boast their priesthood, paid tythes 
in At»aham to Melchisedec, his superior, and 
(heirs: and bowed farther to that superior. 
man, by receiving his blessing; for "without 
alt ccmtroverBy the less is blessed of the bet- 
ter," After the model of that man's noble 
priesthood, (Jod hath ' sworn to raise up the 
priesthood of his son : and be not chagrined, 
my brethren, that your covenant God, who 
hath always consulted for your nation, better 
than over it consulted for itself, hath raised 
up the priesthood of Jesus, not according to 
the less worthy order of Aaron, but accord- 
ing to the more worthy order of Melchise- 
dec. 
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There is one passage raoro rekting to the 
superiority of Jesus's priesthood over that of 
AaroD, which, because it is too plain to need 
illustration, we shall merely cite— 

Tii. 20 — "Aod inasmuch as not without an 
oath he was made a priest j" 21. (" For those 
priests were made without an oath; but this 
with an oath, by him that said unto him,, 
the Lord sware and will not repent, thou art 
a priest forever after the order of Melchise- 
dec.'') 23. ''By so much was Jesus made a 
surety of a better testament." 

But waiving farther discussion, we shall 
close by a statement of the typical points in 
Melchisedec's character, and by placing op- 
posite to them the analogous particulars is 
the character of Jesos, the high priest of our 
profession. A simple statement is all that 
shall be given here, the' iUustrati<m has been 
seen in the antecedent part^ of the discourse. 

VI. Comparison between Melchisedec aod 

Jesus Christ. 



MELCHISEDEC. 

I. Was a King- 
priest. 



JESUS' CHRIST. 
1. Is a King-priest. 
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3. Was a Bighieous 
king-priest. 

3. Was a King-priest 
ID Salem, a city, the 
name of which signifies 



4. Was not a Levi- 
tieal priest: — had no 
genealogy in the tribe 
of Levi J his fether's 
name, his mother's 
name, — the time of his 
birth, the time of his 
death J are not enter- 
ed in the LeTJtical re- 
cords. 

5. Was a priest for 
a whole dispensation ; 
and llred, and minis- 
tered, from the begin- 
ning of that dispensa- 
tion to the end of it. 

6. Was greater than 
Abraham after he had 
received the covenant 

10 



2. Is a Righteous 
king-priest. 

3. Is a King-priest 
in the church of God, 
which is a peaceful 
community. Rom, xir. 
17. 

4. -Is not a Leviti- 
cal priest : « for it is ' 
evident that our Lord 
sprang out of Judah ; 
of which tribe Moses 
spake nothing concern- 
ing priesthood." 



5. Is a priest for 
a whole dispensation;. 
And, because he conti- 
nueth firom the begin- 
ning to the end of it, 
hath an inlransmtssible 
priesthood. 

6. Is greater than 
Abraham and his race, 
greater than the Levi- 
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and promises, and of 
consequence was great- 
er th^D all the posterity 
of Abraham : received 
tythee from Abraham 
and blessed him, and of 
consequence received 
tythes from all his pos- 
terity, and irom Levi 
among the rest'; and 
blessed them. 
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tica] priests, on many 
accounts; among the 
rest, for this, that he 
was made a priest after 
the more hoDOurable 
order of Melchisedec, 
and constituted by the 
oath of God ; receives 
the tythesof his church- 
es adoration, and bless- 
es the whole family of 
faith. 



This then is the interpretation of the pas- 
sages of scripture respecting Melchisedec, 
. which is now submitted to the reader's candid 
consideration, in hope of a favourable recep- 
tion, provided the main argument shall be 
found perspicuous and conclusive. Whatever 
may be its demerits in other respects, one 
merit it has : it is simple, and as remote from 
all r^nemeni and mysticism^ as can well be 
All other interpretations, which 
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we have seen, are mystic, inrolred, inconsist- 
ent, and inconceivable. This interpretation 
carries us consistently through every step of 
the apostle's argumentation, and gives clear- 
ness and precission to every syllable of the 
scriptural phraseology. All others destroy the ■ 
argument, and render the phraseology foolish. 
But the reader will judge. 

It is impossible, however, to conclude, with- 
out animadverting on the extreme anxiety, 
' which the apostle displays on this theme of 
ofir Lord's priesthood. He calls into opera- 
tion all those mighty powers of mind with 
which God had armed him, and all the know- 
ledge of Jewish and Christian theology, which 
he possessed, to defend this doctrioe against 
all the forms of opposition. The man who 
marks his movements sees that the motto on 
his banner is dba.th or victoby. It is not 
every cause that could claim so much. But 
truly the apostle did not manage a local or 
transient litigation : it was the subject of hu- 
man redemption that he pleaded: the benig- 
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nity of deity,- the BaWation of man, and the 
glory of Jesus, were at -stake. Even the paa- 
eages of scripture, which have been brought 
forward in this dissertation, will have evinced 
that the priestly atonement of Messiah was, 
' in all ages, and under every dispensation of 
grace instituted for sinful men, the very same 
thing, which it was in Paul's day, and is at 
this hour, the basis of a saint's faith — the 
concentrated essence of religion. Look from 
Abel to Melchisedec, and from Melchisedec 
to Aaron, and you scarcely find one single 
instance of a worshipper of the true God, but 
it is at the altar, and shedding the blood of 
atonement. But when you have arrived at 
that prodigious combination of civil and reli- 
gious pohty, which God formed at Sinai for 
his beloved nation, there you find the animal 
creation with their veins sluiced, and the fire 
burning night and day on God's altar, send- 
ing up to heaven the incessant volume of 
sacrificial smoke, a sweet smelling savour to 
the Lord: while a whole family, increasing 
with the population of the community, serve 
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at that altar ; and one tribe out of twelve are 
coDsecrated to the various services of the 
priesthood. ' 

And why all this ! Strip sacrifice of typi- 
cal reference, make it an ultimate duty of 
religion, and then let the wit of man say one 
rational thing iu its favour. Is it that the 
Father of Mercies delights in the agonies and 
groans of his expiring creatures, and feasts 
only on blood ! Was it out of lenity that he 
levied so burdensome a tax on his beloved 
people, and then burnt it to ashes! Where 
was the policy worthy of Moses, to mention 
no higher name, in subtracting from the na- 
tional wealth and industry the labour of so 
' many hands ! And why, of all things, should 
the whole nation be called from their homes 
and occupations, three times in the year, to 
behold their flocks and herds reduced to smoke 
and ashes ! But make the ordinance emble- 
matical, let these priests and their bleeding 
victims, represent Jehovah's high priest, ex- 
piating the sins of his people by his blood, and 
10* 
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obtaining access for tbem into the presence 
of the Father of Mercies, and all becomes 
glorious ; worthy of God, and consolatory to 
men. Jehovah, offended at sin, is exhibited 
a£ appeased by the sacrifice of hie Son : and 
sinners, placing faith in the blood and inter- 
cession of their high priest, "coroe boldly 
unto the throne of grace, that they may ob- 
tain mercy, and find grace to help in time of 
need. 

But leaving the law, the gospel system is to 
be looked to as the consummation of religion 
in every respect : and whatever darkness may 
hace prevailed in the antecedent dispensations, 
we are entitled to expect that a dispensation 
introduced by the personal ministry of the 
Son of God, and completed by his apostles 
under a full unction of the Holy Ghost, will 
dispel it all, and leave the doctrine of human 
salvation as luminous as it ought to be, or 
indeed can be. And if redemption by the 
blood of atonement be indeed the doctrine of 
salvation, it will not be thrown behind a veil, 
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n<n' sketched io the back ground of the paiDt- 
iog, diminished , and obscure; but will stand 
forth the prcnninent figure, to strike every eye* 
and enrapture every heart. ' This is exactly' 
what has taken place. When John the Bap- 
tist pointed out the Messiah to his disciples, 
it was thus, "Behold Ihe Lamh of God which 
taketh away the sin of the world.'' When our" 
Lord spoke of redeeming his peoj^e, his l^e 
was the price which' he proposed to pay for 
them. And it is apparent to the most tran- 
sient reader of the apostolic writings, that 
redemption by the blood of Jesus was the \mr- 
den of their pleaching. And be it noted, that 
this doctrine was far from being ^popM/ar-»in 
that age: it was then as obnoxious to the 
scofis and scorn of various classes of men, ffi 
ever it has been since: and nothing but its 
truth, and fundamental importance, can acquit 
the apostles from the charge of folly in bur- 
dening their moral system with so repulsive a 
doctrine. To the Jews it- was a stumMing- 
hloch, to the Greeks it was foolishness ; yet 
these men determined to know nothing among 
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either of them save " Christ crucified." And 
to say DO -more, the priesthood of Jesus, and 
its sole efficacy in bringing salTation to sinful 
men, is the theme of. this epistle, a theme pro- 
fessedly stated for accurate discussion. And 
surely there is not, in all the book of God, 
anotlier subject more copiously or solemnly 
argued. The consecration of Jesus to the 
priesthood, the sacrifice which he offered, his 
intercession founded od that sacrifice; the 
efficacy of that sacrifice in purging sin, in puri- 
fying the conscience, in obtaining reconcilia- 
tion, in destroying him that bath the power of 
death, in conducting many sons to glory ; and 
the dreadful consequences of treading under 
foot the Son of God, and counting the blood 
of the covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, 
an unholy thing — In what terms are they not 
portrayed ! 

And indeed if Christ's atonement, with its 
associated doctrine, the application of his 
blood to the conscience by the Holy Spirit, be 
denied ; all the religion ' that ever God re- 



bv Google 



JBSDB CHBIST AND HBI.CHI8EDEC. ' .117 

Tealed to sinful men is swept clean away. 
All the sacrificial blood shed by the Patriarchs 
is nothing : the Jewish priests with their tor- 
rents of sacrificial blood 'are nothing: the 
doctrine of salvation by the Jblood of Jeaus, 
taught by himself, and by all his apostles, is 
nothing : and this epistle certainly worse than 
nothing: because, after a prodigious parada 
of zeal and argument, it proves just nothing 
at all. The rivgr which watereth the Para- 
dise of the church is dried up in all its streams: 
the flowers wither, and the trees shed their 
immature fruit. Say not we have still left 
us the doctrine of the resurrection ! It is 
not an escape from the grave, but admission 
into the presence of a reconciled God, that 
we want. Say not, that even aller the doc- 
trine of atonement is set aside, we have ex- 
cellent rules of morality! What avails it, 
with regard to our eternal condition, since 
by the deeds of the law no flesh living shall 
be justified in the sight of God. And even 
in regard to the present life, what injury 
must our morality suffer, by being cut off 
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from approaching the throne of grace, " that 
we may obtain mercy, and grace to help in 
the time of need !" After we shall have re- - 
nounced the doctrine of redemption by the 
blood of Jesus, is there no danger that our 
morality will degenerate into the fretting 
metaphysics of moral speculation; questioos 
about utility, and sympathy, and setjishnessy 
and benevolence, and all that endless subtility ? 
But even admitting that practical morality 
should, as in many instances it certainly does, 
exist without faith in the Redeemer's blood; 
it will pierit inquiry how much of that mo- 
rality is the legacy of parents, whose con- 
Bciences were purged by that precious blood ; 
how much of it is the mere habit of the age ; 
how much of it, the prudence of the man, 
who, from one cause or another, finds it a 
point of worldly prudence to maintain a vir- 
tuous carriage. It may not be oseless to 
trace this- morality in another direction; and 
to ask how much of it springs from the love 
and fear of Go'd, by what hopes it is cheered, 
by what motives it is prompted : for even 
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they who possess it can hardly say with lite 
apostle "The love of Christ constraineth us, 
because we thus judge, that »f one died for 
all then were all dead: and that he died for 
all that they which live should not henceforth 
live unto themselves, but unto, him which 
died for them and rose again.'** But inquiries 
of the sort alluded to each man must make 
for himself. It is not for us to usurp the 
province of judging the motives of any man's 
virtuous conduct. Besides, indeed, we have 
better evidence of the connection betweea 
• the doctrine of atonement and practical right- 
eousness, than could result from the analysis 
of apparent virtues, were that analysis much 
more practicable, than, happily for mankind, 
it is found to b%: broad evidence, collected 
&om the whole surface of the moral world. 
In what nation did practical virtue ever dis- 
tinguish the general character, tilt the doctrine 
of Jesus's atonement went before and sowed 
the seeds ? From what country has this doc- 
trine taken its flight, without carrying with 
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it tbe purit}^ and dignity of Cbristiaa morals; 
white immediatelj' on .its departure, the abom- 
inatioDs of heathen deprarity have sprung up 
like indigenous briars and thorns, weeds and 
poisons; presenting to the eye the horrible 
prospect of a land from which God has with- 
drawn his blessii^, and left the original curse 
to its uncontrolled operation ? Cast your 
eyes over Christendom, and point with your 
finger to any church you please. I ask what 
was the golden age of that church? Was 
It not the age when the atonement of Jesus 
stood promineftt in her creed, was proclaim- 
ed-from her pulpits, was lisped by her babes, 
and dropped like honey from the lips of all 
her members? What was her silver age? 
Was it not that in which this doctrine, not 
yet forgotten, fell into disuse and neglect; 
and preachers instead of endeavouring to raise 
the practical virtues from faith in the Saviour's 
blood, like clusters from the vine; began to 
demoralise the age by the abstractions and 
prettinesses of moral declamation ? Pursuing 
the allusion, you have the brazen age, when 
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doubt- and denial of this doctrine became 
fashionable and' common. And its general 
rejection gives the age of iron. 

Frotinua imipit veoce pejoris in oevum, 
Omne nefas ; fugere pudor, verumque fidesque : 
In quorum subiere locum fraudesque dolique, 
Insidiseque, et via, et amor Bcelerntus habendi. 

Hard steel succeeded then ; 



And stubborn as the metal were the men. 
Truth, modesty, and ehame, the world forsook ; 
Fraud, avarice, and force their places took. 

Would you reform that age, bring back 
the atonement. You never can have a Wijk- 
iiffe, a Luther, a Calvin, or a Knox, with- 
out it. One thing in respect to this doctrine 
is really strange, that while we are told 1^ 
the wise men of this world, that it is mysti- 
cal, and absurd, and even that it is not found 
in the scriptures, rude and untutored minds, 
without reading any other books than the 
scriptures, have drunk it in, in all ages and 
countries: and with it, have also drunk in 
,tbe principles of the most ardent piety, pure 
morality, and mei)tal cultivation. 

H . - 
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If the present dissertation shall be found 
to have cast a ray of light on those passages 
of scripture, which have passed under con- 
sideration; it is hoped that by diseiitangling 
them from unjust criticisms, and injurious 
-imputations, it may be of some service to 
the general tbcme of our Lord's priesthood. 



THE END., 
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LIFE OF JESUS CHRIST, 



The particular year, and the particular time 
of the year, in which our Lord was! bora, have 
not been ascertained with infallible certainty. 
The number of Christians was for a long time 
inconsiderable, in comparison with the heathens 
among whom they resided ; they would there- 
fore of necessity conform in all their civil trans- 
actions to the modes of computing time used in 
their respective countries. Satisfied with the 
genera] fact of the birth, death and resurrection 
of Jesus Christ, they do not seem to have placed 
any particular value on the chronology of these 
eventSi nor to have felt the ambition of origi- 
nating a new era. 

It was not till the beginning of the sixth cen- 
tury that the vulgar christian era v/afi intro- 
duced, by Dionysius Exiguus, a learned monk 
and abbot at Rome ; since that period, our pre- 
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'seat mode of cotnputiDgtime has diffused itself 
over all tliose countries which have embraced 
the christian faith. Any mistakes which may 
have been adopted, at the establishment of this 
epoch, are now incurable ; nor is the evil of snffi- 
cieot magnitude to justify the inconveniences 
of innovation. It may be mentioned, however, 
that the best chrooologers are agreed that our 
Lord was bom in the fourth year antecedent to 
the vulgar era ; and the particular period of 
that year has been fixed for the month of Sep- 
tember, or the time of the autumnal equinox. 
. Wfa6n we examine the scriptures of the Old 
Testament, we find that the particular charac- 
teristic of the ancient religion was the hope of 
a Messiah, or an anointed Saviour, who should 
in due time be sent into the WOTld by God, to 
shed back efiicacy upon the religious institu- 
tions of the antecedent times, and to establish 
an uniform and immutable religion for the whole 
human family. The prophets, whose writings 
compose the Jewish code of religion, are re- 
markable for -the precision with which they 
define the persoD* character and conduct of 
Messiah, that, when he should appear, mankind 
might not be embarrassed with any doubts re- 
specting his identity. His character will be 
more fully developed, when we shall have traced 
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him thiough the whole of his earthly career ; 
but, previouBly to treating of hb birth, it may be 
necessary to mention the three following cba- 
racteristics of him, as they are very explicitly 
Biid emphatically detailed by the prophets; 
namely, that he diould be the son of woman, a 
descendant of Abraham, and of the family o$ 
king David. The creng^eliste, thoagh succinct 
in their narrative, have, either intentionally or 
t^ divine superintendence, marked with preci- 
sion those particulars in the history of Jesus <^ 
Nazareth, which demonetrate his Messiah^ip. : 
Mary, the mother of our Lord, descended 
from the family of Oavid, by a tine which had 
fallen into decay and poverty, was betrothed to 
Joseph, who traced his pedigree to the same 
Toyal ancestor. When the fulness of time, esta- 
blished by the divine purpose for the appearance 
of Messiah upon earth, bad arrived ; God sent 
the angel Gabriel to Nazareth, a city of Galilee^ 
where Mary dwelt, to announce to her that she 
was the happy woma^ whom God had destined 
to be the mother of the Saviour of the world. 
And when Mary suggested her state of celibacy 
as incompatible with the fulfilment of the pro- 
mise, the angel informed her that her son was 
not to be an.'<Hdinary man, bom aecwding to 
^ law of human descent; but that heshoiiM 
11* 
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he the iprntediate creation of 'the Holy GboM, 
bom of ber as his pit^r mother, but niUMut a 
humaD father ; that he should be the son of the 
Most High God ; that his name should be called 
JesuB, because he saves his people from their 
HDs; that the Lord God would give him the- 
throne of his father David, that he should rule 
over Jacob for ever, and that of his kingdom 
there should be no end. Farther to encourage 
her faith, be informed her that her cousin Eliza- 
beth had already been six months pregnant; 
this child of Elizabeth proved to be the famous 
forerunner of our Lord, John the Baptist. 

Shortly after the departure of the angel, Mary 
arose and went on a visit to her cousin Eliza- 
beth. ZachariB8,.the husband of Elizabeth, was 
a descendant of Aaron, and a priest of xbe ordet 
of Abia, one <^the twenty-four orders into which 
David had divided the Jewish priesthood ; they 
were both distinguished for piety, and have this 
character given them, that they were righteous 
before God, walking in all the commandments 
and ordinances of the Lord blameless. It will 
be necessary to take up the history of this fa- 
mily six months before the visit of Mary. Wd 
are informed that they were of advanced age 
and without children ; but that on a certain 
ocoasion, when Zacharitts, who was then on bis 
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loutine of duty at tbe temple, went io to bum 
iDceoae before tbe Lord, le&viog the coDgrega- 
tion without engaged in prayer, an aagel of tb« 
Lord appeared to bioi, standing on the rigbt 
side of the altar of incense,' who addressed him 
, in the following manner : " Fear -not, Zacha- 
rias : for tby prayer is heard ; and thy wife Eli- 
zabeth shall bear thee a bchi, and thou shall caU 
bis name John ; and thou shalt have joy and 
gladness, and many shall rejoice at his birtb- 
For be shall be great in tbe sight of the Lonl, 
and shall drink neither wine nor strong drink ; 
be shall be filled with the Holy Ghost, and even 
from his mother's womb. And many of the 
children of Israel shall be turn unto tbe Lord 
their God. And be shall go before him in th« 
spirit and power of Klias, to turn the hearts of 
the fathers unto tbe children, and the diapbe- 
dient to the wisdom of the just, to make ready 
a people prepared for the Lord." Startled at 
this extraordinary message, and looking more 
to the laws of nature than to tbe power <^Ciod. 
Zacbarias displays a culpable incredulity, and 
demands a sign of the angfel in confirmatioD oi ' 
tbe promise. He receives a sign, and one 
which admirably displays the mixture cmT seve- 
rity and mercy which God measures to hamae 
frailty ; a severe punisbment is inflicted upoo 
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faiiD, and yet the gracious promiae is not defefrt- 
ed, but coDfirmed by the infliction. " And the 
aogel answeriog, said unto him, 1 am Gabiiel, 
that stand io the presence of God ; and am sent 
to speak unto thee, and to show thee these glad 
tidings. And behold thou shalt be dumb, and , 
not able to speak, until the day that these things 
shall be performed, because thou believest not 
my words, which shall be fulfilled in their sea- 
son."* 

The meeting between Mary and her kinswo* ' 
man was io the warmth and rapture of m6re 
than mortal friendship. They mutually knew 
the destination €€ heaven ; that the one should 
be the mother of Messiah, and the other the 
nother of his foreninner ; the Spirit <^ God de- 
socDded upon them, and they spoke in strains 
of praise to Almighty goodness, which nothing 
inferior to inspiration is capable of uttering. It 
would appear that Mary abode with Elizabeth 
till the birth of her son, who was circumcised on 
the eighth day, and named J<^n. Zacharias 
recovered the use of his speech on the occasion, 
and, being filled witfi the Holy Ghost, praised 
God, and spoke in raptures of the approaching 
redemption of the world, and of the agency 

«Lnlni. 19,fm. 
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which hta sod should have id preparing the way 
for the great deliverer. 

After her visit of three months to Elizabeth, 
Mary retunied home to her own residence in Nn' 
zareth. Her appearance socn alarmed Joseph in 
.regard to her purity and his own honour; but, 
being a good man, he felt reluctant to^xpoaelier 
to the disgrace and civil punishments which the 
Mosaic law had attached to an adulteress : he 
therefore was meditating in his mind to dissolve 
his marriage contract privately, by which means 
he might shield her from indelible igooniiny and 
punishment, though nothing coutd screen her 
fima the shame of a daughter who had wrought 
(cAly in Israel. During this tiros of painful su»* 
pense to both parties, in which Joseph could not 
ask any explanation of his betrothed wife, be* 
cause 'her guilt was to his eye apparent ; and in 
which Mary could not offer an explanation, be- 
cause the truth would appear incredible, God 
iaterpoeed in mercy to both. An angel of the 
Lord appeared unto Joseph in a dream, saying, 
"Joseph, thou son of David, fear n<ft to take. 
tiato thee Mary thy wife ; f5r that which is con- 
ceived in her is of the Holy Ghost. And aba 
shall bring forth a son, and thon shalt call his 
name JESUS; for he shall save his pe<^e from 
their sins. Then Joaeph being raised from 
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sleep, did as the angel of the Lord had bidden 
him, and took uDto him im wife." Thus was. 
Joseph divinely assured of the fidelity of his 
wife; and the character of Mary and her soa 
defended . against human repfoach, till the ac- 
tions of Messiah should place them both beyond 
the reach of human animadversion. 

About this time, Augustus Cssar had issued 
an edict for a genera! enrolment of the inhabit- 
ants of the land: and Joseph with his wife 
Mary went from Nazareth, the place of their 
residence, to Bethlehem in Judea, the city of 
David, to be enrolled in their proper tribe and 
family. The caravanserai, or public ian.where 
they put up, was at the time crowded, owing, to 
the concourse of people which the enrolment 
' had drawn together ; and as there was no room 
for them, in the house appropriated for lodging. 
they were obliged to put up with such accom-* 
modations as the place appoiijted for the recep- 
tion of the beasts of burden furnished them. Jo 
this humble and- obscure situation it was that 
Mary brc4lgbt forth her son, the fir^-born, and 
the Saviour of the world ; and, having wrapped- 
him in swaddling clothes, laid him in a manger. 
There is something in the humiliations of vir- 
tatijiB poverty, which ' excites powerful sympa- 
thies; especially when the objects have preri- 
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OQsly been, or afterwards have become, the ge< 
nerous and diainteroBted benefactors of man- 
kind. The writhigs of paSt ages show the 
feelings of mankind, when they considered the 
Son of God, and Saviour of the world, as a help- 
less babe, wrapped in~ a cloth and laid in a 
manger ; his mother with more than a mother's 
yearnings bending over him ; and hia reputed . 
fiiither, with feeliiigs which no human father. 
erer felt, looking on. It would be easy to give 
scope to sensibility on this subject ; but is not 
the subject beyond the scope of alt human 
feeling? 

However lowly the birth of Messiah may ap- 
pear, in the estimation of those for whom the 
pomps and vanities of the worid have attrac- 
tvyaa, God prepared a magnificence of display 
on the occasion, worthy of the appearance of 
his only begotten Son upon earth. There was, 
near Bethlehem, a company of shepherds in the 
<^en fields, tending their flocks during the 
night ; aud an angel of the Lord appeared to 
them, diffusing around him the ^ories of the 
celestial light. The shepherds were terrified, 
but the angel said unto them, Be not afraid, for 
lo ! I bring unto you glad tidings of great joy 
"which will be to all people : that unto you there 
is l^m in the city of David, a Saviour, who is 
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Christ the Lord. And this Bhell be a proof ctf^ 
the fact; you wiU find the babe swathed and 
lying in a manger. No sooner was thia annun- 
ciaticm made, than behold a multitude oi the 
heavenly host appeared, praising God and say- 
ing : Glory to God in the highest heavens ; and 
on earth peace, and good-vrill among men. This 
we know, and are sure, is the gospel of Jesus 
Christ, peace between God our creator and bis 
rebellious o&pring, and good-will and harmony 
am<xig our race. But oh ! how lamentable the 
thought, that this divine religion has been made 
the occasion of alienation from God, and of 
strife and bloodshed among mankind. 

As soon as the aiigels had withdrawn, the 
shepherds agreed to go to BetMehem, the city 
of David, in order to ascertain the fact ; and 
there they found Joseph, Mary aad the new- 
bom babe, the Saviour of the world ; and having 
obtained complete satisfaction, they departed, 
and published abroad the whole matter. Eight 
da3's aAer the birth t^ the Saviour, he was, ac- 
cording to the law given to his ancestor Abra- 
ham, circumcised, and named Jesus; that is, 
the Saviouh, according to the name which the 
angel had given him before b6 was conceived. 
It may be remarked here, that while the Saviour 
of the worid was an unconscious babe, iaeapa- 
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ble of anj roluntary act, his parents submitted 
him to circumcision, and kept hitn in all the 
ordin&nces of God. 

Aa Jesus was a fir&t-bom ^n, it was neces- 
sary that he shonld be presented unto the Lord 
in the temple, and redeemed by sacrifice : six 
weeits, therefore, after his birth, as prescribed 
in the law of Moses, his parents took him up to 
the temple, for the performance of this ceremo- 
ny, and others prescribed in the law. Every 
day brought forth new scenes of wonder in the 
hie of this extraordinary child. There lived at 
diat time in Jerusalem an aged man of distin- 
guished piety and devotion, called Simeon, to 
whom it had been revealed by the Holy Ghost 
" that he should not-see death before he had 
seen the Lord's Christ." By the monition of the 
same Spirit, Simeon came into the temple at 
the very time the parents of Jesus were pre- 
senting him to the Lord ; and, taking the babe 
in his arms, he burst ont into this sublime ex- 
clamation : " Lord, now lettest thou thy servant 
depart in peace, according to thy word ; for 
mine eyes have seen thy salvation, which thou 
hast prepared before the face of all people ; a 
light to lighten the Gentiles, and the glory of 
thy people Israel." This venerable patriarch 
also blessed the parents of oor Lord, and said 
12 
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onto Mary bia mother : *' Behdd, this child is 
Bet for the fall and rising again of many in 
Israel, and for a sign which shall be spoken 
against ; (yea, a sword shall pierce through thy 
own soul also,) that the thou^ts of many hearts 
may be revealed." Whilst Joseph and Mary 
were absorbed in wonder at these new attesta- 
tions to the dignity of the child, an aged saint 
and prophetess, named Anna, who, notwith- 
rtanding that she had reached the great longe- 
vity of eighty-four years, " departed not from 
tJie temple, but served God with fastings and 
prayers night and day," came forward at the 
instant when Simeon had ceased speaking, and 
joined her testimony to his, pointing out Jesus 
to all who were looking for redemption in Je- 
rusalem. 'After Joseph and Mary had accom- 
plished all things required by the divine law, 
and been favoured with a great enlargement of 
light and consolation, they returned with the 
babe to their own city of Nazareth in Galilee. 

The next circumstance which occurs in the 
history of our Lord is the arrival of the eastern 
Magi at Jerusalem to do him homage. Among 
the Persians there was a class of learned meu, 
named lyiagi, who devoted themselves to the 
stady of theology, politics, astronomy, and phi- 
loec^hy in general ; and were considered as the 
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interpreters of all laws, human and divine. As 
to the general purposes of their institution, they 
resembled the priesta of Egypt, the gymnoso* 
phists of India, the 'Druids of the Celtic tribes, 
and the Levites among the Jews. These were 
respectively the learned men of these particular 
nations, the fountains and reserroira of ttie pub> 
lie wisdom, the instructors and counseltors o^ 
their countrymeOi and the proper candidates 
for all offices add employments requiring supe- 
rior information and wisdom. The religion of 
the Persian Magi is said to have fallen into 
great decay and corruption, till it was r^ormed 
by the celebrated Zoroaster, or Zerdosht ; who 
is supposed to have been a Jew, both by birth 
and profession, and a servant to one of the pro- 
phets, probably Ezekiel or Dajniel. It is ac- 
knowledged that the corrupt eastern doctrine 
respecting two independent eternal principles, 
the one good and the other evil, was rejected 
by Zoroaster; that he taught that the Etemid 
Being is good, and the author only of that 
which is good ; that the evil ppinciple will 
finally be overpowered, and that good only will 
prevail ; that at the end of the world there will 
be a resurrection of the dead, and a day of 
judgment ; after which the angel of darkness* 
with his disciples, shall be sent into a world oi 
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their owo, where they shall suffer in ererlasting 
darkness the punishment of their evil deeds; 
and the angel of light and his discipl«9 ^all go 
into a world of their own, where they shall re- 
ceive in everlasting light the reward of their 
good deeds. The reformation effected by Zo- 
roaster seems to have been founded on true 
Bcriptural principles, and to display a minute 
acquaintance with the sacred writings of the . 
3ev/a. It is therefore not at alt astonishing that 
the Persian Magi, who probably had copies of 
the Jewish Scriptures, as well as intercourse 
with the dispersed Israelites, should cherish, in 
common whh all the surrounding nations, the 
hope of a mighty deliverer arising among the 
Jews. 

Some writers, however, suppose that the Ma- 
gians who brought presents to our Lord were 
Arabians. In favour c^ this opinion, they allege 
that those parts of the Arabian peninsula which 
Ptolemy has named Arabia Felix and Arabia 
Deserta, were anciently catted Kedem, ox the 
east, as the remaining part of it was called 
Arabah, or the west. They allege, farther, that 
the gifb presented to our Lord were the natu- 
ral productions of eastern Arabia. And they 
account for the expectation entertained by these 
Arabian Magi concerning the appearance of an 
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extrawdiDary prince in Israel, by the fact that 
Abraham's son Jshmael, and his sons by Ketu- 
rab, bad contributed largely to the populatiOD 
o( Kedem, or eastern Arabia ; and that as these 
all carried with them the religion of Abraham. 
they must have carefully preserved the family 
hope, that a eon of Abrabam, in the line of 
Isaac, should one day appear as the Saviour of 
the world, and the blessing of alt countries. It 
is, however, rather a subject of curiosity than of 
ntitity, to attempt ascertaining the exact situa- 
tion of the country of those Magi who travelled 
to Jertrsalem to pay homage to the infant Sa- 
viour ; the only circumstance that we can ascer*- 
tain with any measure of certainty is, that their 
native residence lay at a great distance from 
Jerusalem. 

We are informed that these Magi saw ap 
extraordinary star in their owo country, which 
they understood to portend the birth of a great 
King in Jerusalem, and that they concluded it 
to be their duty to go and pay. bim homage. 
The Scriptures have given us only the sketch 
of a few facts respecting these events, which we 
are to interpret and connect togejther in the 
duf exercise of reason. It is apparent, then, 
that what is palled a star, in this narrative, was 
not one of those luminous globes which appear 
12* 
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by night as if lized in the azure heavens around 
OS. It was a new and extraordinary light ; it 
does not seem to have appeared a second time 
to the Magi, till after they had reached Jerusa- 
lem ; OD its 6ec<»id appearance, they were trans- 
poKed with joy ; and, conducting' them on their 
way, it stood over the house where the infant 
Jesus was ; all which circumstances show it to 
have been not a natural, but a supematural 
phenomenon. It seems to have been a super- 
natural brilliancy occasioned by an angel, like 
that which surrounded the angel who announced 
to the shepherds in the field the birth of Mes- 
siah ; and, in the first instance, it is not impra- 
sible that it was the very same heavenly light 
which appeared to both. We must suppose, 
also, that it required an angelic communication 
to inform the Magi that this light indicated the 
birth of Prince Messiah, as well as to satisfy the 
shepherds on the same point. And, in fine, we 
must conclude that, as the shepherds were di- 
rected to visit Bethlehem in order to behold the 
infant Saviour with their own eyes, a similar 
direction was given to the eastern Magi, with a 
similar intention. . 

What time the Magi took in making prepa- 
ration (br their journey, or how long they were 
in travelling to Jerusalem, we are not informed ; 
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but it appears that about a year must be al- 
lowed, to have intervened between their first 
sight of the star, and their interview with Herod. 
It does not appear from the sacred history, that 
the extraordinary circumstances attending the 
birth of Jesus, or those which occurred at big- 
{iresentatioD in the temple, had reached the 
knowledge of Herod's court, or excited any ia- 
ter&st or curiosity in that monarch. The facta, 
though very unusual in their nature, were rather 
of a religious than a political aspect, and were, 
therefore, entirely indifferent to men immersed 
in the pursuits and intrigues of ambition. But 
when the Magi with their splendid retinue and 
presents appeared, and inquired, perhaps at the 
court of Herod itself, for the new-bom King of 
the Jews, whose star they declared they had 
seen in the east, and wer-e come with ccstly 
presents to do him homage, the monarch was 
greatly agitated, and all Jerusalem with him. 
As the Jews were living in daily expectation of 
the appearance of their Messiah, and as the 
public opinicMi was that this Messiah should be 
a mighty prince, who would vindicate the liber- 
ties of hia country, and subdue under the domi- 
nion of the Jews those who had formerly tyran- 
nized over tbem, it was to be expected that the 
news of his 'birth would alarm Herod for thft 
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Stability of bis throne, and excite io the bosoms 
of those wbo hated the tyrant, or who retained 
Any sense of natioDal independence and g^ory, 
the most tumultuous hopes and fears. 

Herod acted on the occasion with his usual 
• policy, decision, and disregard of moral princi- 
ple. His fiist step was to call together the 
grand sanhedrim, ccmsistiog of the high pri^t, 
the chief-priests of the twenty-four orders, and 
other learned men, who composed the supreme 
tribunal in all questions connected with religion. 
When assembled, he proposes to them the ques- 
tion, where Messiah should be bcHn. They in- 
form' him that the birtb-place of Messiah was 
fixed in prophecy at the city of Bethlehem, in 
the land of Judea, and produce as the ground 
of their decision, the prophecy of Mkab : "And 
thou Bethlehem in the land of Judea, art not 
the least among the princes of Judes ; for out 
of thee shall come a governor, that shall rule- 
my people Israel." Herod next calls the Ma^ 
to a private audience, and, dissembling his mur- 
derous purpose, felicitates them and himself on 
the late happy event, and requests that they^ 
would search for the child, and, as soon as suc- 
cessful, bring him word, that he might go, and 
unite with them in paying homage to the prince 
of the kipgs of the earth. 
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The Magi, therefore, rejoicing in their hope* 
All prospects, departed from Jerusalem, and 
b«it theii course towards Bethlehem. But* as 
Joseph and Mary had returned, immediately 
after the presentation of Jesus in the temple, to 
their usual residence at Nazareth in Galilee, it ' 
u apparent that a journey to Bethlehem would 
be osel^s, and a search for Messiah in that city 
unsuccessful. As so(H] as the Magi had depart- 
ed from Jerusalem, the same friendly 6tar which 
they bad seen ip their own country appeared to 
them again, to accomplish the work which it 
had before begun, and, guiding them on their 
way to Nazareth, it stood still over the house 
where the babe lay. It is not improbable that 
, they encamped by day, their guide being with- 
drawn by God, lest some officious messenger 
should bear news to the king ; and pursued 
their journey only by night, when the, star ap- 
peared to lead their way.. But our interesting 
narrative must not be interrupted by minute 
remarks. 

Haying entered the house, the Magi found 
the young child with Mary his mother, and, 
prostrating themselves before him, they did him 
dieisance ; &nd opening their treasures, they pre- 
sented him then* gifb, gold, (Vankincense, and 
myrrh. Some imagine that they can discover a 
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mysterious meaning io the nature of the giAs 
which were presented; but without entering into 
the discussion of questions of a dubious but not 
importaai character, it may be sufficient to men- 
tion that it has always been the custona, in the 
eastern countries, to make presents to any great 
man to whom a person is introduced ; that the 
presents of the Magi, gold, frankincense and 
myyrh, were the most costly articles of mer- 
chandise at that time known ; and we may con- 
clude that the amount and value of the present 
was at once proportioned to the rank of the 
givers, and to the supereminent dignity of the 
personage who received them. It is probable, 
as we mentioned already in respect to the noc- 
turnal appearance of the star, that the occur- 
rences which have been narrated took place in 
the night ; and that the wise men having been 
introduced to the prince of kings, having done 
their obeisance and made their presents, retired 
to rest, purposing to return in the morning to 
Jerusalem to inform Herod of the success of 
their journey. Be this as it may, we are ex- 
pressly told that they were warned by God in a 
dream, by no means to return to Herod ; and 
that they arose and pursued their journey di- 
rectly to their own country, by another way than 
that by which they came. 
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Probably on the same night, an angel of the 
Lord appeared unto Joseph in a dream, and 
commanded him to arise and take the young 
child and Mary his mother, and flee into Egypt. 
and remain there till he should receive further 
orders, for Herod would surely seek the child's 
life. Accordingly he arose, and that very night 
set out for Egypt with Mary aod her son. If it 
were, proper to interrupt our narrative with 
moral reflections, they crowd upon us on this 
occasion. We shall, however, content ourselves 
with remarking the providence of God, which 
fitst brought his son into public notice, as the 
king of Israel, hy the arrival of these illustrious 
strangers, and, by the presents of gold, frankin- 
cense and myrrh which they bestowed, furnished 
the holy family with the-metlDs of bearing the 
expense of their journey into Egypt, and their 
residence in that country. 

Herod, whose object in desiring the wise men 
to bring him back word of the place where they 
should find the babe, was no other than that he 
might murder him, and thus rid himself and his 
successors frohi the fear of a competitor, had no 
sooner heard that they had hastily returned to 
their own country, treating him with contempt, 
than he was enraged at once with the indignity 
done him, and with increasing fear respecting 
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the lability of his throne. Determined to etick 
Bt no atrocity which might afford him security, 
he instantly issued orders, and all the male chil- 
dren who had entered their second year and 
downwards, were put to death, in order that he 
who was born the king of the Jeyrs might not 
escape. This barbarous massacre of the inno- 
cent babes was perfectly in accordance with the 
genera] character of Herod, in whom great ta- 
lents were united with greater perfidy and cru- 
elty. Before we dismiss this tyrant, it may not 
be amiss to give a slight sketch of his character, 
as an example of that class of monarchs whose 
talents are displayed only in deeds of mighty 
mischief, and who, to the disgrace of mankind, 
are complimented with the epithet Great. In 
early life he was governor of Galilee, under his 
father Antipater. In the civil wars between the 
Roman republic and Ciesar, Herod joined the 
party of Cassius, and was made governor (rf 
Coilosyria. When Mark Anthony arrived vic- 
torious in Syria, Herod and his brother courted 
his favour, and were made tetrarchs in Judea. 
Being driven from Jerusalem by Antigonns, he 
went to Rome, where, beyond his expectation, 
he obtained the crown of Judea from the senate. 
After the battle of Actium, he visited Augustus 
at Rhodes, who replaced his diadem on his 
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head, and restored him to hia eovereigaty. It 
required ^eat abilities to maintain his political 
rank in these stormy and tumultuous times ; but 
his bonduct was marked with systematic dupli- 
oity, and the most heartless cruelty. In pursuit 
of his ambitious designs, he put to death the. 
&tber, grandfather, uncle apd brother of his 
beloved wife, Mariamne ; his two sons by her, 
and a son by a second wife, subsequently shared ' 
the same fate. When summoned to answer for 
egme part of his conduct before Mark Anthony, 
the Roman triumvir, he gave orders to Joseph, 
whom he left as governor of Judea, that in case 
the trial should terminate fatally, he should put 
Mariamne, Herod's'beloved wife, to death. Jo- 
seph discovered the plot to Mariamne, for which 
Herod put, him to death ; but the high-spirited 
queen was irrecoverably alienated fronr her un- 
natural husband, whose morbid afreeti<»i had 
doomed her to death, lest she should fall into 
.the hands of another. In fine, Mariamne was 
Inwight to trial, convicted, and put to death. 
The murder of the innocents of Bethlehem filled 
up the measure of Herod's iniquity. A guilty 
fxmscienee and perpetual conspiracies, preying 
on an exhausted coostitution, threw the monarch 
into a mortal disease, which historians hare 
represented as a special judgment of heaven for 
13 
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the numerous eoormitiea and iiDp^ties<^wbtefa 
he bad beeo guilty. His disorder was attended 
with the moBt loatlisoDoe circumstaoceB that cmn 
be imagined. As death ^preached, his hatred 
. of mankind grew furious. Numbers fell victims 
\o appease the tortures of his miod. The last 
act of his life crowoed the ferociooa cruelty of 
bis character. He had summoned the chief 
persoDS amoDg the Jews to iiasemble at Jericho^ 
and, when they arrived, had them shut up ia the 
circus ; and exacted an oath fnxn his aster Sa> 
lome and her husband that these shcmld all be 
massacred, as soon as be should draw his last 
breath. Fc>r this, said he, will provide raoun- 
^rs for my fiineral all over the laud, and make 
the J^WB in every family lament my death, who 
would otherwise exhibit do signs of coocerB. 
This order, however, was not executed. Herod 
died in the thirty-fourth year of his reign, and 
the sixty-eighth of his age ; the first persecator 
who raised his band against the Son of God. 
Hia death followed soon after this act of im- 
piety. 

How long our Lord remained in the land of 
Egypt, we are not informed. But some time 
after the death of Herod, an auget appeared to 
Joseph in a dream, saying, Arise and take the 
child and his mother, and go to the land of brael. 
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tot the^ vfiio Mftiglit the child's lift are dead. 
Ob returning, and finding Herod's son Arche- 
laos, whose character resembled that of his 
fittber, reigning over Judea in his father's room, 
he Whs efiraid to settle in that district, and ac- 
•ordingly retorned to Nazareth In Galilee, a less 
sospioious place, under a less jealous princ^. 
Tfee history of several yeal's of our Lord's life is 
nimmed op by Luke in the following short but 
ei^ressive sentence : " And the child grew, and 
waxed strong in spitit, filled with wiedoid, and 
the grace of God was uponhim." 

The parents of out Lord, who were distin- 
guished for piety, were in the habit of going up 
to Jerusalem every year for the purpose of ce- 
Ivbrating the paaraver, as enjoined in the law'; 
and as it was coatotnary with -the Jews to carry . 
up- their children with them to that feast, as 
soon as they came to years capable of bearing 
the' fatigues of the joomey, and competent to 
X Dtaike noral obeervationson that great religious 
fcativkl, Joseph and Mary-took Jesus with.them 
to the passover^ which took place immediately 
after the completion of hfstweltlhyear; that is, 
wbtn be was twelve and a hatf years of age. 
After the festival bad ternrinated, the parents 
of our Lord, with a great multitude of the in- 
halnttnts of their town, departed from Jerusa- 
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lem to return home. Bat imw, whose eiger 
curiosity, and ardent zeitl to obtain religitHw 
information, were not -yet satisfied, stayed be- 
hind them in the city ; a oiFeutBBtaoee whic^ 
was perhaps ordered by Frovidenoetiiot' owrelj 
for his instnietioo, but-to d*aw-the attention.of 
the priests and learned doctors, dow released 
from the religious solenmities of the paseover, 
and the throag of the imiltitude, tcnraids Om 
extraordinary youth, who was tdnady the «kmI 
distinguished pers(niage in Inael. The parente 
of Jesus travelled on for the -first day wtt^wtt 
anxiety, suppt^ng their «m to be among the 
general company ; but wb«i they baited for the 
night, they sought him among their lelatioiiB 
- and acquaintances, and be was nowhere to be 
found. The sacred wrtteni make no pathetic 
display of the distress felt by Joseph and Mary 
on the occasion; but we may easily conceive 
the agitations which altem^e hopes and f^ts 
occasioned in the boscone of snch paventSt on 
missing such a child. Their duty was obriooa ; 
they returned directly back to Jerusalem, and, 
after three days' anxious searching tiirOHgh the 
city, .they found Jesua in the temple, sitting in 
the midst of the teachers, listening to their doc- 
trines, and asking them ^oesticms; white all 
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ttho hemd hin were astooishod at has uodor- 
standibg and his answers. 
~ WbeD Joseph and Mary saw their soo in th« 
temple, aurrooAded' by the learned doctors of 
Israel and BBtonieAiing all who heard him by 
his matohlesa wisdom and coDveEsatioD, they 
were amazed. His motber, gently remonstrat- 
ing with him, said : " Son, why hast thou thus 
dealt with us ? fiehdd, thy father and I have 
Mnght thee sorrowing. And he said unto them, 
how is it that ye sought rae 1 Wist ye not that 
I mast be aboat my F-atber'd business Vi The 
above is our comoK>B translation ; some, how- 
ever, translate the passage thus : "^by did ye 
•eek me 1 Did ye not know that I must be at 
My Father's ?" i«tin»tiug that the proper place 
to seek the' Sob of God was at his Father's 
house, the temple. His parents understood not 
themeaning of these sayings. Jesus, however, 
■nee, and weirt down with, them to Nazareth, 
ond'wBB subject to them, increasing in wisdom 
and stature, and in favonr with God and man. 
From this time till the commencemMtt of our 
Lord's puWc ministry, a period of eighteen 
yetrs, the ssered writ^B have thrown a. veil 
over the whde of his history, having m^ fur- 
ni^ed so much as a angle aneedote respecting 
him ; except that we may infer, from some of 
13* - 
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the taunts of bis anewies, tbat bi« ^Ijher was ai 
carpeater, and that he Uioiself wrought at th« 
same trade, uo doubt contributing his share to 
^uppoft the iamily by houe^ and honourable 
industry. Hac} any other writets treated this 
theme, we would have had this long blank filled 
up with very interesting, and in some respects, 
oo doubt, very instructive details. . The purity 
of our Lord's life, and the dignity of his mau- 
ners, would have been. celebrated; the tender 
afiectioD and profound reapept with which h« 
uniformly treated his parents, would hare been 
held up as the standaid of filial piety ; the tm- 
derness of ^is sensibilities, the warmth of his 
friendships, his sympathy with the distressed, hu 
promptitude to oblige, his hatred of vice, his 
love of virtue, his delight in btunao happiness, 
would all have been emblstzoBed jn the most 
glowing cdours of the .most intpa^ooed elo- 
quence. It certainly cpuld .«ot be from any 
difficulty of collecting |he materials for su(;h an 
exhibition of theprivate character of J^esus, that 
the evangelista have passed over .the greater 
portion of his life ip profound silence. We 
must, therefore, search for the reason of this 
unusual silence in the jiature of their general 
epd and design- 
Let it be observed, that it was not the design 
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of any of the- evangelists to wrhe the history of 
the life and traosactions-of Jesus of Nazareth ; 
biography, in the usual acceptation, was not 
their object ; nor was their view limited to the 
exhibiting of tho author of their religion, as a 
perfect example of personal piety and virtue, 
for the imitation of mankind. 

The single object which the evangelists had* 
- in view, was to furnish a historical demonstra- 
tion of the fact, that Jesus of Nazareth is the 
Christ, the Son of the living God. If we keep 
their design distinctly in view, we will perceive 
a prppriety and excellence in their writings, 
which would otherwise appear a mass of singu- 
lar confusion. Their notorious disregard of all 
chronological airangeraeot, shows that they did 
not intend to write history. If they had pur- 
posed to furnish mankind with a gallery of mo- 
ral pictures, like the proverbs of Sdomon, they 
would, like Solomon, have given distinctness c^ 
outline, and individuality of finish, to their 
paintings respectively. This unquestionaHy 
they have not done; for although, in some parts 
of the conduct of our Lord, and in some of his- 
sennons, moral pictures are presented, which 
may be pronounced perfect and complete in all 
their parts and appendages ; the general cha- 
racteristie of the evangelists, as writers, is, that 
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tbey bring tog^bra facts and mazioK in the 
most desultory maDDer, and state few thiaga 
except by parts aDd pieceraeftl. These remarks 
are not intended to convey, nor in fact do they 
ianouate, the slightest censure on the writers' 
of these inspired productions: the particular 
design of a .writer, akme, finnishes tiw key, to 
all correct and enlightened critician <m bis 
-wotk. If, then, we ccmsider that the intentioD* 
o£ the cvang^ists was J.o prove that Jesus of 
Nazareth is the Mes«ah, the Sob cHT the living 
God; and if, upon ^Eamioatioo, we find that 
tliere is not a diaracteristic of' the Messiah, 
iiientioiied in tl)e Old Testament, wiridi tma or 
anothei of these writes hae not proved toeziM 
in the person and actions, or si^rings, of Jesus 
c^ Nazareth ; we will be constrained to acknow- 
ledge, that never was a greet subject supported 
by more ample demonstration, and that the 
evangelists have acquitted themselves in the 
highest style of excellence, by' achieving all that 
they undertook to perform. We shall ^ow the 
oorrectoess of th^ dM^vatioos in respect to 
the history of the private life of Jestn, which 
has been the subject of the present chapter. 

Every rpader of the New Testanmit most 
hftve remarked the particularity and inioutenen 
with which the evangelists record tbe eircuni- 
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stanc«i attending the Imtb of Jesus Christ. 
Their precision in this respect canncH fail to 
appear extraordinary, when it is contrasted 
with their total nlence respecting his circum- 
Btaaces, cooduet and character, from the twelfth 
till tbO' thirtieth year of his life ; a period whicb 
is generally tbe oiost .inipixtant to the biogra- 
pher, and wMch is tbe season when all tbe pow- 
Ua of body and mind are developed, and the ' 
character fin^ned and •established. But the 
wcmder will cease when we reflect that all tbe 
circumstances reoc^ded respecting tbe birth of 
Gitist are characteristic of Messiah, and are 
bffoaght forward expressly to establish our faith 
, in that fact. Some of the occurrences are in-- 
deed of 60 extraordinary a nature, that they 
mmited a place in history on their ewn account ; 
but other details into which these writers enter 
are minute, and apparently trivial,- and, in tbe 
introduction of any othei biography, would be 
tedious and ofiensive. We allude particularly 
to the genealogiee furnished by Matthew and 
Luke. Yet these genealogies are not unneces- 
sarily or impertinently introdnced ; they furnish 
a link in the chain <^ dMnonvtratioD, and, in 
c«nJQDCtioe with matters of apparently greater 
importance, contribute to establish the grand 
fact of Jesua's MeeniBhsbip. Let Us attend to 
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particular facts in ducidatioo of our general 
statement. 

The last prophecy in the Old Teitainent is 
this: •"Behold, I will send you Elijah the pro>- 
pfaet before the comJDg of the grmtt and dread- 
fel day of the Lobd; and he shall turn the 
heart of the fathers to .the children, aod the 
heart of the childrea to the fathers, lest I come 
sod Mnite the earth with a cuise."* We hare 
the testimony <^ our bord, that John the Bap- 
tist is the person who was foretold under the - 
name of Elijah ;t but, as we are at present dis- 
cussing the evidences of his own Messiahdap, 
it would be logically improper to urge -htt de- 
claration as proof in a question, upon the deci- 
sicMi of which those evidences in part depend. 
We shall therefore take a view of the subject 
not liable to this objection. It is well known 
that the J&ws were to a certain extent tainted 
with the eastern philosophy, and that many of 
them held the doctrine of the transmigration of 
aouls, according to the theory taught to the 
Greeks by Pythagoras, and the same which 
prevails among the Bramh'uns of India at the 
present day ; and th^efore some of the Jews 
said that Jesus was Elias, some Jeremias, and 
Others, ooe of the prophets. The prophecy of 

• Mai. iv. 5, 6. f Matl. xi. IC. 
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l^eab, bawever, paioted not to the literal Eli- 
jah, but to a peraoD who should remsrkabt; 
resffluble bitn in official cbaracter ; and. the re- 
somblaoce betneeo Elijah and John tbe Baptitf 
has beeo oweed by all. They were both men 
of iadepeadeDt epirU, energetic ioteUect, and 
mortified habits ; daring and intrepid, quick' to 
diaoover, uid severe to doiounce every vicious 
indulgence. They were tbe two tbanderbcdts 
of the i^iritual war, antVthough good men, they 
were rather great than amiable. 

As John the Baptist was a marked object (Hi 
the field of prophecy, there is somethiag extra- 
onlinary in every circumstaoce of his history. 
His parents, like Abraham and Sarah, were 
ehildless and superannuated ; aa angel foretelb 
ius birth, a miracle is wrought to chastise hia 
btber's in(»edulity, and io due season John is 
bom. On tbe birth of his son, Zacharias, in- 
apired by God, thus propbe«es of hia futuM 
efaaracter : " And thou, child, shalt be called 
the prophet of the Highest ; for thou shalt go 
before the face ai the Lord to prepare hie 
ways." 

But it is in the ctrcumstaDces of Jests^ own 
bitth that we ntiut look for the most decisive 
pvoofe of bis BAessiahship. Isaiah had prophe- 
sied thus concerning him : " Behold, a virgin 
Shalt conceive, and shall bring forth a son, and 
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shall call his name Emmanuel."* The Mgel 
Gabrid explains this prophecj to Mary in these 
words : " The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, 
and the power of the Highest shall ov^hadow 
thee ; therefore also that hdy thing which shall 
be born of thee, shall be called the S(m of God.^t 
To the same purport, the angel who appeared 
to Joseph in a dream, thus expresses hima^f ; 
** Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to take 
Qdf o thee Mary thy wif« ; for that which is cbo^ 
ceived in her is of the Holy Ghost; and she 
Ehall bring forth Q-son, and thou ebalt call his 
nbme Jesos, fen- he shall save his people from 
their sins. (Now all this was done that it might 
be fulfilled which was spoken of the Lord by 
the prophet, saying ; BeboM a virgin shall be 
with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they 
shall call his name Emmanuel, which being in- 
terpreted, is God with us.)" The angeU de- 
scended from heaven to sing the praises of the 
new-bom Redeemer, and to direct the shephenfe 
in the field to go and bait their king in the dty 
of David. They afterwards-conducted the east- 
ern Magi from e far distant country, and brought 
them into the presence of the Prince of Peace. 
Thus both Jews and Gentiles were brought to- 
gether by the agency of the angels of heaven, 
to pay their obeisance to him who was born to 

- * laai. vii. 14. f Lake i. 3S. 
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be a li^t to et^igbtea tha Gentiles, and tbe 

glory of his pe<^le Israel. Aod Simeon and 
Anna, as if tbe representatives of their respec- 
tive sexes, spoke ^f him to all who were seeking 
salvatioa in Israel. The circumstances coonect- 
ed with tbe birth of Jeeus, furnished decisive 
evidence that he was the long-promiaed Mes- 
siah, and are stated minutely ai»l precisely, for 
the estabti^ment of that important fact. 

But the private life of Christ, from the age 
of twelve till that of thirty years, is not recorded 
by any sacred writer. Private virtaes, howev« 
splendid and honourable to the indiridual, or 
however beneficial they might become to m«i- 
kind by being recorded, did not fami^ decisive 
evidence that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the 
living God ; and therefore these were all omitted. 
The evangelists were guided in the seleotioB 
of the materials of their compositions by the in- 
fallible Spirit of in^iration ; and therefore we 
are not surprised to find in their simple and art- 
less narratives, a profoundness of design net 
common with other writers. The Messiahsbip 
of Jesus must be determined hy Xhe circumstaDr 
ces of his birth, and of his public ministry ; and 
the evai^lists have acted on the true principles 
of logic in not permitting anything, however 
important it might be in a detached view, to 
mingle with their arguments, except what con- 
14 
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tributed to their demoDBtratioA. And we think 
we are entitled to conclude from all the circam- 
stancts of the case, that it waa neither the sole, 
Doryet the main design of these writers, to ex- 
hibit Jesus as a mere pattern of personal virtue. 
Had this been their object, their conduct must 
appear extraordinary and unaccountable. 

Of the infantile virtues of Jesus, they have 
not written so much as would fill a page ; his 
public life, in which an extraordinary character, 
extraordinary relations, actions and fiufferings, 
everywhere appear, Ihey have detailed at large ; 
but the greater part of his life, and that which 
lay most level with the condition of mankmd. 
and which must have furnished an abundant 
display of the common graces and virtues which 
decorate human nature^ they have passed over 
in silence. The only method by which we can 
account for their conduct, is by supposing that 
their main object was to demonstrate the fact 
that Jesus is the Christ, the Sod of the living 
God ; that in the narrative of his public minis- 
try, they found sufficient occasimi to exhibit 
him as a perfect example of human virtue ; but 
that they saw in his character, and sought to 
exhibit to others, something of greater dignity 
and importance than even the spotless purity 
of bis virtuous example. 

THE END. 
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